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SUPPLEMENT  TO  THE  HISTORY  OF  BLYMHILL 


SINCE  the  History  of  the  Parish  of  Blymhill  was  printed  in  the 
first  two  volumes  of  "  Historical  Collections  for  a  History  of 
Staffordshire/'  so  much  valuable  information  has  been  given  in  the 
subsequent  volumes  by  the  editing  and  printing  of  original  records 
hitherto  unexplored  as  to  make  it  almost  necessary  to  re-write  it. 

In  this  short  supplement,  however,  it  is  merely  intended  to 
correct  the  principal  errors ;  and  the  pedigrees  have  been  left 
without  correction. 

A  single  plea  heard  in  the  Court  of  the  King's  Bench  in  the  Easter 
Term  of  7  Edw.  Ill,*  1333,  respecting  the  advowson  of  the  Church 
of  Blymhill,  throws  a  flood  of  light  upon  the  descent  of  the  lords  of 
the  manor,  and  the  right  of  presentation  to  the  Church.  From  this 
record  it  appears  that  on  the  death  of  John  Bagot,  of  Blymhill 
(who  was  dead  in  1224),  the  right  of  presentation  came  to  his 
daughters  and  coheirs,  Sarah,  Margaret,  Joan,  and  Phiiippaf  J  of 
whom  Sarah  was  married  to  William  de  Ipstones,  Margaret  to 
Kalph  de  Coven,  Joan  to  Richard  de  Pycheford  and  Philippa,  the 
youngest,  to  Geoffrey  de  Bromley,*  The  manor  was  divided 
between  these  coheirs,  who  jointly  presented  one  Thomas 
Personessone  to  the  Church  in  the  time  of  II en.  Ill  (which  Thomas 
was  in  possession,  1254-1279),  -  His  successor,  Walter  de  I 
was  also  presented  by  the  patrons  jointly;  but  on  his  death  (in 
19  Edw.  I,  1291),  a  dispute  arose,  as  bo  the  right  of  pn  a 
between  William  de  Ipstones,  son  of  John,  son  and  heir  of  William 
de  Ipstones  and  Sarah,  his  wife,  of  the  first  part  ,  Thomas  de  la  Hyd  . 
Ealph  Streche,and  Henry  de  W)  verston  (representing  Margaret  de 
Coven)  of  the  second  part,  Eoger  de  Pycheford,  son  of  Rich 
Pycheford  and  Joan,  his  wife,  of  the  third  part,  and  B 

*  "  Collections  for  a  History  of  Staffordshire,"  Vol.  XI,  pp.  43.  U. 
f  Ibid.,  Vol.  I,  pp.  176,  192. 

X  There  was  originally  a  fifth  daughter  and  eolicir,  Etiaabetfi  ("Stall  I 
Vol.  I,  p.  2t)3),  wlio  died  without  issue. 
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Bromley,  son  of  Geoffrey  de  Bromley  and  Philippa,  his  wife,  of  the 
fourth  part.  A  concord  was  made  between  them  by  which  it  was 
agreed  that  William  de  ipstones  should  present  for  that  vac 
Thomas  do  la  Hyde,  Ralph  Streche,  and  Henry  de  Wyverston,  and 
the  heirs  of  Alice,  wife  of  Thomas  de  la  Hyde,  of  Ralph  Streche, 
and  of  Philippa,  wife  of  the  said  Henry  de  Wyverston,  at  the 
second  vacancy,  Roger  de  Pycheford  and  his  heirs  at  the  third 
vacancy,  and  Robert  de  Bromley  and  his  heirs  at  the  fourth  vacancy, 
and  so  in  turn  they  should  present  in  the  above  order  in 
perpetuity. 

The  descent  from  three  of  these  sisters  is  thus  made  very 
simple  (that  of  the  third  sister,  Joan,  which  was  not  made  suffi- 
ciently plain  before,  being  clearly  shewn  by  this  plea).  But  the 
descent  from  the  second  sister,  Margaret,  wife  of  Ralph  de  Coven, 
requires  some  further  explanation. 

The  plea  goes  on  to  shew  that  from  the  said  Margaret  "  her 
right  descended  to  Alice,  Margaret,  and  Philippa,  as  her  daughters 
and  heirs,  between  whom  her  purparty  of  the  manor  of  Bh  I 
was  divided,  and  her  right  to  present  remained  in  common  between 
them,  and  the  said  Alice  married  Thomas  de  la  Hyde,  and  the  said 
Margaret,  daughter  of  Margaret,  married  Robert  Streche,  and  from 
the  said  Margaret,  daughter  of  Margaret,  her  right  descended  to 
one  Ralph  Streche  as  her  son  and  heir."  From  the  ensuing  state- 
ment in  the  plea,  which  is  somewhat  involved,  we  also  gather  that 
Philippa,  the  third  daughter  of  Margaret,  was  still  living  in  1291, 
and  then  the  wife  of  Henry  de  Wyverston.  At  that  time  Willi 
de  Ipstones  presented  one  Roger  de  Stanndon  to  the  Church.  I  V  in 
the  said  Alice,  wife  of  Thomas  de  la  Hyde,  the  right  of  her  purparty 
descended  to  one  Thomas  "  as  son,  ami  heir?  who  enfeoffed  John  de 
Weston  of  his  purparty  to  be  held  by  him  and  his  heir*  for  1 1\  . 
And  from  the  said  Ralph  Streche  the  right  of  his  | ly 
descended  to  one  Robert  Streche  as  son  and  heir,  who  enl 
said  John  de  Weston  of  it  in  the  same  way.  And  from  the  Baid 
Philippa,  daughter  of  Margaret,  the  right  of  Uer  purparty 
descended  to  Rose  and  Pa  via  as  her  daughters  Mid  heirs,  betwt  n 
whom  it  was  divided,  their  right  of  presentation  remaining  ill 
common,  and  the  said  Rose  and  Tavia  severally  enfeoffed  William, 
the  son  of  Peter  de  jToneston,  of  their  purparty  and  right  of 
presentation  to  be  held  by  him  and  his  heirs  lor  evi 

The  Church  was  again  vacant  at  Faster.?  Edw.  HI.  L333  wl 
afresh  dispute  arose,  and  Johu  de  [pa  tones,  ohivaler,  « 
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to  answer  the  plea  of  John  de  Weston-nnder-Brewode,  chyvaler, 
and  William,  son  of  Peter  de  Joneston,  that  he  should  permit  them 
to  present  a  lit  person  to  the  Church. 

Sir  John  de  Ipstones  acknowledged  the  descent  of  the  manor 
as  shewn,  but  asserted  that  the  advowson  had  been  assigned  to  the 
purparty  of  his  ancestress  Sarah,  the  eldest  daughter  -and  coheir 
(of  John  Bagot  and  Margaret  Fitz  Warm,  of  Burwardesley,  his  wife] . 
A  day  was  given  to  the  parties  to  hear  judgment  at  the  Octaves 
of  Holy  Trinity,  on  which  day  the  suit  was  adjourned  to  the 
Octaves  of  St.  Michael. 

As  we  hear  no  more  of  this  suit  we  may  assume  that  the  parties 
came  to  an  agreement  among  themselves.  In  the  meantime  the 
Church  lapsed  to  the  Bishop  for  this  turn,  for  on  iij  Kalend.,  Ja\  . 
1333  (ie.,  1333-4),  Sir  Hamo  de  Bromleye  was  collated  to  the  vacant 
Church  of  Blym hill,  by  Roger,  Bishop  of  Coventry  and  Lichfield,  to 
whom  the  right  had  fallen  by  lapse  of  time.*  The  contention  of  Sir 
Johnde  Ipstones,  that  the  whole  advowson  had  been  assigned  to  his 
ancestress  Sarah,  will  have  been  disallowed,  and  Joneston  was 
probably  bought  out  for  the  first  turn,  for  at  Coven's  next  turn  to 
present,  which  occurred  in  1410,  the  heir  of  de  Weston  presented 
alone.  This  right,  however,  did  not  continue  unchallenged^  f<  * 
though  the  turn  purchased  by  de  Weston  from  Strcch  was  never 
afterwards  disputed,  the  Hyde  share  was  afterwards  successfully 
claimed  by  the  descendants  of  Thomas  de  la  Hyde,  while  tliat  of 
Joneston,  or  part  of  it,  reverted  to  the  Wyverstons, 

There  is  a  difficulty  about  the  descent  of  Thomas  de  la  Hyde, 
who  is  described  in  the  later  portion  of  this  plea  as  s 
of  Alice  (the  daughter  of  Ralph  and  Margaret  de  Coven).  Tl  i 
first  husband  of  Alice  was  Robert  de  Pendeford,  by  whom  she  had 
issue  who  succeeded  to  her  lands  in  Coven  ;  and  after  his  death, 
before  1271,  and  probably  earlier,  she  was  remarried  to  one  Thomas 
Pany  or  Sany.  I  will  therefore  give  two  alternative  explanations. 
One  is  that  Thomas  Pany  may  have  been  the  same  with  Thomas  de  la 
Hyde,  and  that  she  had  by  him  a  80n,Thoma4  de  la  Hyde,  to  whom 
She  made  over  her  estate  at  Btymhill,  in  4  Edw.  [,  L275  preserving 
only  a  rent  during  her  life,  The  terms  of  the  Rne  Btfttfi  that 
Thomas  Pany  and  Alice,  his  wife, acknowledge  the  ri 

*  "Lichfield  Diocesan  Register,"  Lib,  2,  p.  154. 

f  It  is  probable  from  the  subsequent  history  thai  the  ffj  ' 
been  transferred  to  de  Weston  for  thai  (urn.  and  not.  U  Itttad 
and  his  heirs  for  ever. 
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de  la  Hyde  and  Alice,  his  wife,  to  the  premises,  to  be  held  by  them 
and  the  heirs  of  Alice,  of  Thomas  Pan/  and  Alice,  his  wife,  and  the 
heirs  of  Alice. 

In  the  plea  rolls  of  Trinity,  8  Edw.  I.,  1280,  Thomas  Pany  and 
Alice,  his  wife,  appeared  against  Thomas  de  la  Hyde  and  Alice,  his 
wife,  in  a  plea  that  they  should  carry  out  the  terms  of  a  fine 
levied  respecting  a  messuage  and  half  a  carucate  of  land  and  the 
sixth  part  of  the  advowson  of  the  Church  of  Blymhill* 

The  same  Thomas  Pany  and  Alice,  his  wife,  appeared  in  a 
similar  plea  concerning  a  messuage  and  half  a  carucate  of  land  in. 
Coven,  at  the  same  assize,  against  Ralph,  son  of  Robert  de 
Pendeford,f  to  whom  Alice  had  probably  made  over  a  Bimii  r 
portion,  as  to  a  younger  son,  though  he  afterwards  succeeded  his 
elder  brother,  John  de  Pendeford,  as  head  of  the  family.  During 
his  brother's  lifetime,  5  Edw.  I,  1311-12,  as  Ralph,  son  of  Robert 
de  Pendeford,  he  gave  half  a  mark  to  have  an  assizci,  and  lie 
afterwards  appeared  as  Lord  of  Coven. 

The  alternative  solution  is  that,  notwithstanding  the  state- 
ment brought  forward  in  the  plea  concerning  the  advowson  of 
Blymhill  Church,  in  7  Edw.  Ill,  Thomas  de  la  Hyde  was  not  the 
son  of  Alice,  wife  of  Thomas  Pany,  but  the  son-in-law,  that  his 
wife  Alice  was  the  daughter  of  Alice  de  Coven  by  her  first 
husband,  Robert  de  Pendeford,  and  that  Blymhill  was  made  over 
to  her  and  her  husband  as  a  younger  child's  portion,  just  as  ( 
had  been  made  over  to  her  brother,  Ralph  de  Pendeford,  as  a 
younger  son.  The  arguments  in  favour  of  this  latter  reading  are 
that  the  Blymhill  lands,  etc.,  were  settled  upon  the  heirs  of  A 
and  not  upon  the  heirs  of  her  husband,  Thomas  de  la  Hyde,  that 
Thomas  de  la  Hyde  bears  a  different  name  to  Thomas  Pany,  and 
that  the  date  of  the  grant  of  Walter  de  la  Hyde,  the  priest,  son 
and  heir  of  Roger  de  la  Hyde,  to  his  nephew  Thomas,  son  of 
Petronilla  de  la  Hyde,  of  all  his  lands  in  la  Hyde,  is  m< 
accordance  with  the  age  of  Thomas  de  la  Hyde, the  husband  of  tl  - 
younger  Alice,  than  that  of  Thomas  Pany,  the  husband  of  Ali  i  de 
Coven.  The  repetition  of  the  name  of  Alice,  if  there  were  two  ol 
that  name  in  succession,  might  have  caused  a  mistake  in  the 
plea  which  was  brought  forward  many  years  liter.  Thomas 
de  la  -Hyde,  the  husband  of  Alice,  and  Thomas,  his  son,  w  i 

*  "Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  VT,  Pari  1.  p.  LOT, 
f  "StaiT.  Coll.,"  Vol.  VI,  Part  1.  p.  107, 
X  Rot.  Kin.,  r>  Edw,  I, »».  io. 
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both  living  in  September,  1200,  when  an  assize  was  taken  at 
Stafford  to  determine  whether  Willian  Wyther,  and  Agnes,  his 
wife,  Johu,  son  of  William  de  Ipstones,  Eobert  de  Bromlegh,  B  _ 
de  Pycheford,  Eichard,  his  son,  Thomas  de  la  Hyde,  Tlwnias,  his 
son,  Ralph  Streche,  Magister  John  de  Weston,  Peter  de  Jonestone, 
and  Roes,  his  wife,  Eichard  Crainbel,  and  Pavia,  his  wife,!: 
de  Swynesclo,  Stephen  de  Bromlegh,  Thomas  de  Hibernia,  and 
Walter  Caghelegh,  had  unjustly  disseised  Eichard  de  Brunton  of 
common  of  pasture,  in  40  acres  of  heath,  and  10  acres  of  wood  in 
Blymhill,  in  which  lie  used  to  common  for  all  the  year  for  all 
manner  of  beasts.* 

The  first  Thomas  de  la  Hyde,  who  had  an  interest  in  Blymhill, 
whether  the  husband  of  Alice  de  Coven  or  of  her  daughter  Alice, 
was  a  man  of  considerable  wealth,  and  possessed  of  properly  in 
Staffordshire,  as  also  in  Shropshire  and  Cornwall.  He  occurs  - 
joint-lord  of  Blymhill,  in  1284,  and  1201,  and  witli  Thomas,  his 
son,  in  1200.  His  wife  Alice  was  dead  in  1205,  when  lie  occurs 
in  a  Shropshire  plea  at  Michaelmas,  23  Edw.  l,f  with  another  wife, 
Isolda,  the  widow  of  Geoffrey  le  Orfeure,  of  Ludlow,  who  was  one 
of  the  most  prominent  money  lenders  of  the  day.  It  was 
probably  through  this  marriage,  that  he  acquired  much  of  his 
property  and  his  position  to  fill  the  important  posts  of  Warden  of 
the  Stannaries  and  Sheriff  of  Cornwall.  He  was  living  and  interested 
in  lands  in  Cornwall  in  34  Edw.  I,  1305-6  ;j  and  seems  to  have  died 
in  or  about  8  Edw.  II,  1314,  but  the  inquisition  taken  after  his  death 
is  almost  illegible.  He  held  the  hamlet  of  Menedun  of  the  King 
in  capite  as  of  the  castle  of  Tyntagel,  and  other  lands,  apparently 
in  Cornwall,  of  the  heir  of  Matthew  de  Trechatton  (?).  Thomas,  his 
son,  was  his  nearest  heir,  and  was  30  years  of  age  and  inore§ 
Thomas  de  la  Hyde  was  certainly  dead  in  8  Edw.  EI,  when  ts 
formerly  wife  of  Thomas  de  la  Hyde,  sued  Thomas,  son  of  Thomas 
de  la  Hyde,  for  a  third  of  5  messuages,  G  oarucates  of  land, 
40  acres  of  meadow,  8  acres  of  wood,  a  mill,  a  dove-hous<  .  t 
a  lb.  of  pepper,  of  rent  in  Blumenhall,  Gunston,  Codeshall,  Pende- 
ford,  Brewode,  and  la  Hyde,  near  Brewode,  which  she  claimed  as 
dower.  Thomas  appeared  by  attorney  and  pleaded  ftta  had  DO 
claim  because  she  had  received  the  manor  of  Meneden,  in  c<>. 
Cornwall,  in  allocation  of  her  whole  dower,     tsolda  denied  this, 

*  "  Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  VTI,  p.  57, 
f  "Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  Vll,  p.  -M. 

X  Inq.,  34  Edw.  I,  No.  217,  according  to  C*le*d*rmm  druca!,^;,-,,*. 

§  Inq.,  8  Edw.  II,  No.  10.    The  age  of  the  heir  ii  pioUblj  nu"  h  ****** 
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and  appealed  to  a  jury,  which  is  to  he  summoned  for  a  day  in 
Michaelmas  Term.  A  postscript  shows  an  adjournment  to  the 
Quindene  of  Hillary.* 

It  will  have  heen  Thomas,  son  of  Thomas  de  la  Hyde  and 
Alice,  his  wife,  who  in  27  Edw.  I  occurs  with  his  wife  Margaret,  as 
grantee  of  John,  son  of  Ralph  de  Bromhale,  of*  all  hisvlands,  etc., 
which  he  had  within  the  vill  of  Bromhale,  or  without,  in  the 
parish  of  Brewood  ;f  who,  with  Margaret,  his  wife,  occurs  again 
in  20  Edw.  II,  132G,  as  grantee  of  John  Giffard,  of  Chillington  \X 
and  who  in  12  Edw.  II,  had  letters  of  protection,  dated  from  York, 
20th  July,  1319,  together  with  William  de  Birmingham  and  others,!) 
go  out  in  the  retinue  of  Roger  de  Somery  to  serve  in  the  Scotch  wars.  5 

I  take  it  to  have  been  a  third  Thomas  de  la  Hyde  who  was  in 
possession  in  6  Edw.  Ill,  1332,  and  who  in  1 G  Edw.  Ill,  gives  a  lease 
to  his  (younger)  son,  Nicholas,  and  the  heirs  of  his  body,  of  all  his 
lands  in  Bromhale,  with  remainder  to  his  brother  Giles,  and  after 
his  decease,  to  the  right  heirs  of  the  said  Thomas  for  ever.||  In 
23  Edw.  Ill,  1349,  John  de  Perton,  chivaler,  by  Charles  Carles,  his 
attorney,  sued  Thomas  de  la  Hyde,  and  Margaret,  his  wife,  to  carry 
out  a  covenant  made  between  them  respecting  a  messuage  and  a 
carucate  of  land  in  Ideshale  (Shifnal).  The  defendants  did  not 
appear,  and  the  Sheriff  was  ordered  to  attach  them  for  the  Octaves 
of  Michaelmas.<[  The  heirs  of  the  Hydes  were  the  Lanes,  who,  in 
the  person  of  Richard  Lane,  of  Bentley,  had  recovered,  before 
148'5,  from  the  heirs  of  de  Weston,  their  third  of  a  fourth  of  the 
advowson  of  Blymhill,  to  which  they  jointly  presented  in  Coven's 
turn. 

Margaret,  the  second  daughter  of  Ralph  de  Coven,  was  t 
married,  and  died  before  1291.  Her  first  husband  was  Robert 
Streche,  hereditary  forester  of  Feckenham,  in  Worcestershire,  He 
was  dead  in  46  Hen.  Ill,  1261-2,  leaving  his  son  and  heir,  Ralph 
Streche,  then  about  seven  years  of  age.*  *1  Ralph  Streche  was 
living  in  1291,  and  died  about  1301..  The  inquisition  taken  afo  r 
his  death  in  29  Edw.  Instates  that  lie  held  three  virgates  of  land  in 
Astewode,  and  other  lands  in  the  county  of  Worcester.  The 

*  "  StnfT.  Coll.."  Vol.  TX.  pp.  49,  BO. 
t  md.t  Vol.  1.  p.  8*2. 
X  Ibid, 

§  "  Staff.  Toll.,"  Vol.  VI II,  p.  40. 
|,  IlUi,  Vol.  1,  p.  32. 
T  "SUIT.  Coll.."  Vol.  XII,  p.  96. 
**  KxivrptM  6  Rot,  Km.  11.  370. 
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manor  of  Blymhill  is  not  mentioned,  being  in  another  county. 
Robert  Streche  was  his  son  and  heir*  who  sold  his  share  of  the 
manor  and  advowson  of  Blymhill,  with  aU  his  interest  therein,  to 
Sir  John  de  Weston,  of  Weston -under- Lizard,  with  whose  heirs  it 
lias  ever  since  remained.    But  before  speaking  of  the  Weston 
descent,  as  to  which  there  is  one  notable  mistake  to  mention,  T 
will  conclude  what  I  have  to  say  of  Margaret,  daughter  of  Ralph  de 
Coven,  and  relict  of  Robert  Streche.  After  his  death  she  was  married 
to  Henry  del  Barco,  whose  wife  she  was  in  1272.    She  was  hers 
dead  in  1275,  leaving  her  husband,  Henry  del  Barco,  surviving.  He, 
like  Robert  Streche,  her  first  husband,  was  an  hereditary  forester 
of  the  Royal  Forest  of  Feckenham,  of  which  her  father  was  seneschal 
as  well  as  of  the  Royal  Forests  of  Staffordshire.    On  the  death  of 
his  own  lather,  Robert  de  Barco,  about  1256,  the  writ  of  d.c.e.  was 
addressed  to  Ralph  de  Coven,  seneschal  of  the  King's  Forest  of 
Feckenham.-  The  jury  found  that  he  held  one  virgate  of  land  1  »y  the 
service  of  keeping  the  King's  park  within  that  Royal  Forest,  also  two 
virgates  of  land  of  the  Abbot  of  Bordesley,  and  that  Henry  de  I'arco 
was  his  son  and  heir,  being  then  of  full  age.t   In  18  VAw.  I  (  Hillar)  ), 
1290,  Henry  de  Barco  was  summoned  to  answer  the  plea  of  Ralph 
Streche,  that  he  had  caused  waste  and  destruction  in  the  lands  and 
woods  of  the  inheritance  of  the  said  Ralph,  in  Blyminhill,  which 
Henry  held  by  courtesy  of  England,  and  in  which  Ralpl   -  he 
had  cut  down  50  ash  trees,  each  worth  2s.,  in  a  wood  «.i  "_'  1  Ren  i. 

Henry  appeared  by  attorney,  and  stated  that  he  held  the  w  I 

courtesy  of  England  by  reason  of   one  Margaret,  formerly 
wife,  and  he  denied  having  made  any  waste,  and  appealed  to  a 
jury.    The  Sheriff  therefore  is  ordered  to  go  in  his  own  person  to 
the  wood  in  question,  and  make  inquisition  into  the  matter  on  the 
oath  of  twelve  jurors,  and  return  the  inquisition  at  three  W< 
from  Trinity  .J 

We  have  seen  that  the  share  of  Margaret  Streche,  or  de  Parco, 
in  the  manor  and  advowson  of  Blymhill,  passed  bysaletothe  familyof 
de  Weston,  and  on  the  death  of  Thomas  de  Weston  and  Ilia  infant 
son,  Robert  de  Weston,  in  EUO  and  L350,  the  right  to  the  UMI  i 
and  lands  of  the  family,  including  the  manors  of  West  a,  N 
share  of  BlymhUl,  and  lands  in  Strelton.  c;mie  to  the  three  BisteW 
and  coheirs  of  the  said  Thomas,  though  by  some  family  settlement 

*  r»q.,  20  Edw.  T,  No.  1 8 

f  Inq.,  AO  VAw.  Ill,  §*i  inf.  Gteatral  Wrot  f  .>W. 
X  MStoff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  VI,  Vnv\  1,  pp,  101,  101. 
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they  were  divided  into  five  parts.  Elizabeth  de  Weston,  one  of 
these  coheirs,  was  first  married  to  Sir  John  de  Whyston,  Lord  of 
"Whyston,  by  whom  she  had  an  only  child,  Nicholas  de  Whyston, 
who  married,  but  died  under  age,  and  without  issue.  Sir  John  de 
Whyston  died  in  1358-9,  and  his  relict,  Elizabeth,  was  married 
2ndly  to  Sir  Adam  de  Peshale,  by  whom  she  had  an  only  sou, 
Adam  de  Peshale,  and  a  daughter,  Isabel.  On  the  death  of  Eliza- 
beth,  about  1366,  the  right  of  inheritance  came  to  her  son,  Nicholas 
de  Whyston,  who  married,  but  died  soon  afterwards  under  age  and 
without  issue.  The  reversion  was  then  claimed  by  John,  son  of ' 
Edmund  GilTard,  as  heir  of  the  whole  blood,  his  mother  Agnes 
being  the  daughter  of  Robert,  and  the  sister  of  Sir  John  de 
Whyston,  father  of  Nicholas.  Tins  produced  a  long  controversy 
between  Giffard  and  Peshale,  which  was  eventually  determined  by 
the  purchase  of  Giffard's  rights  by  the  latter  and  the.  relinquish- 
ment to  Giffard  of  the  lands  in  Stretton. 

A  trial  recorded  in.  the  Assize  Roll  of  2  Pic,  II,  1 378-0,  indirectly 
proves  the  right  of  Peshale  to  their  inheritance  in  Blymhill  and 
Weston,  and  corrects  an  error  into  which  we  had  fallen  in  the 
previous  account  of  the  manor  and  parish  of  Blymhill.  The  trial 
was  between  Sir  Adam  de  Peshale,  complainant,  and  John  fitz 
Edmund  Giffard,  defendant,  and  referred  to  a  certain  free  tenement 
in  Winston,  with  respect  to  which  John  fitz  Edmund  Giffard  had 
unjustly  disseised  Sir  Adam  de  Peshale  of  his  life  interest  therein. 
The  pleas  shew  that  a  certain  John  de  Whyston,  knight,  was 
formerly  seised,  and  that  he  enfeoffed  Stephen  de  Bromley, 
of  Blymhill,  which  SLephen  gave  them  to  the  same  John  de 
Whyston  and  Elizabeth  [de  Weston]  then  his  wife,  and  the  In  - 
of  the  said  John  for  ever.  John  had  issue  Nicholas,  and  died. 
After  the  death  of  John  the  reversion  of  the  said  tenement  ,  after 
the  death  of  Elizabeth,  descended  to  Nicholas,  as  son  and  heir 
of  John.  The  said  Nicholas  afterwards  died,  and  after  the  death 
of  Nicholas  the  reversion  descended  to  a  certain  Agnes,  then  wife 
of  Edmund  Giffard,  mother  of  the  said  John  (the  defendant  in  this 
action)  whose  heir  he  is,  as  aunt  «iul.h<ir  of  the  said  Xi<h<<l;is. 
And  the  same  Elizabeth  took  to  lier  husband  the  Baid  A. lam,  the 
plaintiff,  which  same  Adam  and  Elizabeth  (as  the  defendant  asserts 
afterwards  alienated  the  said  tenement  in  fee  to  the  said  Stephen, 
and  the  same  Agnes  died  during  the  lifetime  of  Adam  and 
Elizabeth,  after  whose  death  the  said  John  fits  Edmund,  being 
under  age,  entered  into  possession  as  son  and  heirof  Agnes,  Adam 


SUPPLEMENT  TO  THE  HISTORY  OF  BLYMHILL. 


:  i 


disputed  the  feoffments  of  John  de  Whyston  and  Stephen,  and  says 
that  John  fitz  Edmund  entered  upon  the  tenement  under  the  suppo- 
sition that  Elizabeth  had  outlived  Agnes,  his  mother,  whereas 
Agnes  outlived  Elizabeth,  and  upon  this  he  placed  himself  upon 
the  assize.  And  he  says  that  after  the  death  of  Elizabeth  the  said 
Edmund  and  Agnes  had  demised  the  said  tenement  to  the  said 
Adam  for  term  of  his  life.  The  said  John,  on  the  other  hand, 
contends  that  the  said  Elizabeth  outlived  Agnes,  and  placed, 
himself  upon  the  assize.  The  jury  found  that  the  said  Agnes  had 
outlived  Elizabeth,  and  that  the  said  Adam  was  seised  of  the  a 
said  tenement,  of  which  he  had  been  unjustly  disseised  by  the 
said  John,  to  the  damage  of  20  marks,  which  Adam  accordingly 
received,  and  John  was  in  misericordid.  The  value  of  this  assize 
with  respect  to  Blymhill  and  Weston  is  that  it  shews  Agnes,  wife 
of  Edmund  Giffard,  and  mother  of  John  fitz  Edmund,  to  have  been 
not  the  daughter  of  Sir  John  de  Whyston,  by  his  wife,  Elizabeth 
de  Weston,  and  sister  of  Nicholas  (as  given  in  the  pedigree  drawn 
up  by  Segar,  garter,  inserted  in  Harwood's  Erdeswick's  Stafford- 
shire, and  as  assumed  by  us  in  our  History  of  the  Manor  and 
Parish  of  Blymhill),  but  the  sister  of  Sir  John  de  Whyston  and 
aunt  of  Nicholas,  and  therefore  of  no  blood  relationship  to  the  de 
Westons,  though  John  fitz  Edmund  Giffard  so  far  established  a 
claim  to  the  Weston  estates  as  heir  of  the  whole  blood  to  his 
cousin,  Nicholas  de  Whyston,  that  lie  had  to  be  bought  out  by  the 
Peshales,  by  her  marriage  with  which  family  only  Elizabeth  de 
Weston  left  surviving  issue,  who  eventually  acquired  the  whole  of 
the  manor  of  Weston. 

We  pass  on  now  to  Philippa,  the  third  daughter  of  Ralph  and 
Margaret  de  Coven,  who  was  married  to  Henry  de  Wyverston,  oi 
BefTcote,  near  Walton  Grange,  in  the  parish  of  Gnosall,*  before 
22nd  September,  1271 ;  for  at  the  Forest  Assizes  at  Lichfield  on  the 
morrow  of  St.  Michael,  55  H.  [II,  30th  September,  1271,  it  w 
presented  that  Ralph  de  Coven,  who  is  dead,  had  newly  ass 
eight  acres  in  the  Forest  of  Cannock,  which  land  had  been  sown. 
Thomas  Payn,  Henry  de  Wodiston  (Wyverston)  and  William  dc 
Drayton,  who  now  hold  the  land,  are  to  be  ftliswerable  for  tltfl 
crops,  and  the  land  to  be  taken  into  the  King's  hand  t    In  the 

*  This  place  is  erroneously  culled  Besecota  or  Bescota  in  the  Hifttorj  of  Bljm« 
hill,  formerly  given  in  (he  Staffordshire  Collections,  BoffOote  WM  the  proper!)  el 
Sir  Thomas  Bonghey,  Bart.,  in  1  SSL.  There  WW  an  old  manor  liousc  UeW  frhleh 
was  pulled  down  by  the  late  Sir  T.  Boughey, 

f  "Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  V,  Pari  I,  p.  1  19, 
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next  year  Thomas  Pain  and  Alice,  his  wife,  Henry  de  Park  and 
Margaret,  his  wife,  and  Henry  de  Wyverston  and  Philippa  his 
wife,  were  contesting  with  their  aunt  Phelippa,  and  Geoffrey  de 
Bromley,  her  husband,  a  messuage  and  20  acres  of  land  in  Ashley. 
Geoffrey  compounded  for  their  rights  for  C  marks,  and  the  com- 
plainants remitted  their  claim.* 

On  October  13, 1283,  a  fine  was  levied  at  Westminster  between 
Ralph  de  Wyverston,  complainant,  and  Henry  de  Wyverston  and 
Philippa,  his  wife,  impedients,  concerning  one  messuage  and  two 
parts  of  65  acres  of  land,  4J  acres  of  meadow,  and  £1  8s.  Sd.  rent 
in  Covene,  Corewood,  and  Aspelee,  which  impedients  acknowle  _ 
to  belong  to  complainant  by  gift  of  impedients,  to  hold  of  in: 
ents  for  ever,  rendering  therefore  a  penny  yearly  and  performing 
the  accustomed  services,  and  further  impedients  granted  that  the 
premises  which  Margery,  formerly  wife  of  Ralph  de  Covene,  held 
in  dower  of  impedients  of  the  inheritance  of  Phelippa  in  the  said 
town  on  the  day  this  concord  was  made,  and  which  ought,  after 
the  decease  of  Margery,  to  revert  to  impedients,  should  remain  to 
complainant  to  hold,  together  with  the  aforesaid  premises,  of 
impedients  for  ever;  and  for  this  acknowledgment  complainant 
gave  to  impedients  lOOs.f  This,  I  believe  to  have  been  one  of  a 
series  of  gifts  or  sales  by  which  Henry  de  Wyverston  and  Philippa, 
his  wife,  alienated  a  great  portion  of  their  lands  to  some  other 
member  of  the  Wyverston  family;  or  possibly  Ralph  de  Wyver- 
ston may  have  only  acted  as  a  trustee  in  this  transaction.  By 
deed  without  date,  Henry  de  Wyverston  gives  to  Hamo  Ciss  .  f 
Blymhill,  a  place  of  land  in  Blymhill,  which  Sir  Ralph  de  Coven, 
knight,  formerly  held. |  Henry  <te  Wyverston  was  living  in  1291, 
when  the  concord  was  made  between  the  coheirs  of  Blymhill  con- 
cerning the  advowson,  and  died  in  that  or  the  following 
His  wife  Philippa  had  predeceased  him,  for  at  Michaelmas,  21 
Edw.  I,  1293,  Cecilia,  formerly  wife  of  Henry  de  Wyverston,  sued 
Magister  Richard  Crambcl  and  Pavia,  his  wife,  and  ttose,  sist  r  of 
Pavia,  for  a  third  of  live  messuages,  2  A  carucates  of  land,  6  ft<  n  - 
of  meadow,  50  acres  of  wood,  8  acres  of  pasture,  and  O  of  r  tit 
in  Befcote ;  and  she  sued  Henry  de  Wyverston  t or  n  third  ol  •" 
messuages,  a  carncate  of  land,  a  mill,  and  22s.  b/.  of  rent  ill 
Wyvereston  (Worston)  as  her  dower.    The  defendants  appeared, 

*  Ibid,  Vol.  TV,  pp.  805,  253. 
f  ivd.  Fin.,  2  Edw.  t,  No.  7:i. 
X  Huntbatsh  ms.,  Vol.  II. 
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and  Henry  called  to  warranty  for  the  dower  claimed  against  him, 
Richard  Crambel,  Pavia,  and  Rose,  who  are  to  he  summoned  fur 
the  Quindene  of  Hillary;  and  Magister  Richard,  Pavia,  and  Hose 
pleaded  that  Cecilia  was  not  entitled  to  dower,  "because  she  had 
not  been  lawfully  married  to  Henry.  A  mandate  was  therefore 
sent  to  the  Bishop  to  make  inquisition  into  the  facts,  and  return 
it  at  the  same  date.  A  postscript  states  that  the  Bishop  returned 
that  the  said  Henry  and  Cecilia  had  been  lawfully  married. 
Cecilia  is  therefore  to  recover  dower.  The  same  Cecilia  sued 
Joan,  the  daughter  of  Roger  de  Ashley,  for  a  third  of  a  toll  and 
thirty  acres  of  land  in  Befcote,  and  she  sued  William,  sou  of 
Adam  de  Cotes  and  Margaret,  his  wife,  for  a  third  of  5s.  of  rent  in 
the  same  vill.  The  defendants  did  not  appear,  and  the  Sheriff  is 
ordered  to  take  the  dower  claimed  into  the  King's  hands,  and  r.  - 
summon  them  for  the  Quindene  of  Hillary.* 

This  suit  shews  approximately  what  lands  Henry  de  Wyverston 
held  in  his  own  right  at  the  time  of  his  death.    In  the  suit  con- 
cerning the  advowson  of  Blymhill  in  1333,  before  quoted,  Rose  and 
Pavia  are  called  the  daughters  and  heirs  of  Philippa.    I  supp 
them  to  have  also  been  the  daughters  and  heirs  of  their  father, 
Henry  de  Wyverston.    Of  these,  Pavia  was  styled  the  w  ife  of  Mag  s- 
ter  1  Uc hard  Crambel  in  1292-3,  who  was  called  .Master  Richaitl 
le  Tailleur  in  the  same  regnal  year,  when  he  and  Pavia,  his  v 
gave  half  a  mark  to  have  an  assize  ;f  and  so  he  is  also  called  in  a 
plea  in  the  Banco  Roll  at  Michaelmas,  23  Edw.  1,  1295,}  where 
Hugh  de  Wyverston  is  suing  Peter,  son  of  Robert  Aleyn  and  Rose, 
his  wife,  Magister  Richard  le  Tayleur  and  Pavia,  his  wife,  in  a  |  ' 
that  they  should  acquit  him  of  the  service  which  Robert  Hostang 
claimed  from  him  for  the  free  tenement  he  holds  of  them  in  1  fib 
in  which  they  are  mesne  tenants  between  him  and  Robert.    It  w  ill 
be  observed  that  Rose,  who  was  probably  the  elder  daughtei 
Henry  de  Wyverston,  and  who  was  unmarried  in  1292  3,  had  how 
become  the  wife  of  Peter,  son  of  Robert  Aleyn,  who  is  afterwards 
called  Peter  de  Joneston.     The  frequent  change  of  names  1 
renders  the  persons  less  easy  oi  identification.    Joneston  or  John- 
son was  a  hamlet  in  the  township  of  Horsley  and  parish  of  Eccl<  - 
hall,  where  Peter  de  Joneston  claimed  to  hold  a  uu  -  \ 
and  a  half  of  land,  three  acres  of  inead<  W,  and  six  acres  of  wood  « 

*  "Staff.  GoU.,M  Vol.  VII,  p.  7. 
t  "  Stuff.  Cull  ,"  v.. I.  l.  p  ttft. 
X  I  Lid.,  Vol.  VII,  p.  iJO. 
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a  lay  fee  in  Eccleshall  in  1311).*  At  Trinity,  29  Edw.  I,  1301,  at 
York,  the  Sheriff  was  ordered  to  take  with  Mm  four  discreet  men 
and  to  go  in  his  own  person  to  the  court  of  Hugh  le  Blund,  of 
Penkridge,  and  there  in  full  court  to  cause  to  be  recorded  the  suit 
which  was  before  the  said  court  by  the  kings  writ  of  right,  between 
Richard  de  Befcote,  plaintiff,  and  Peter  de  JonestoD  and  Rose,  his 
wife,  Richard  de  Mossebrook  and  Pavia,Ms  wife,  and  Thomas  Amiot, 
of  Befcote,  tenants,  of  seven  and  a  quarter  acres  of  land  in  Befcote, 
and  to  return  the  record  into  court  at  this  day  under  his  seal  by  four 
who  were  present  at  the  record.f  Here  the  husband  of  Pavia  is  ap- 
parently called  by  yet  another  name.  On  4th  April,  1305,  an  assize 
was  taken  at  Lichfield  to  ascertain  whether  Thomas  atte  forde  of 
Bissebury,  the  brother  of  Richard  atte  forde,  was  seised  of  ten  acres 
of  land  in  Coven  when  he  died,  and  if  Richard  was  his  nearest  heir, 
which  land  Ralph  de  Wyverston  holds,  who  called  to  warranty 
Peter  de  Joneston  and  Rose,  his  wife,  and  Richard  de  Flossebrok 
and  Pavia,  his  wife,  Ralph  eventually  admitted  the  claim  of  Richard-J 
We  have  seen  that  the  sisters  Rose  and  Pavia  made  over  their 
pnrparty  of  the  manor  of  Blymhiil  and  their  share  of  the  advowson 
to  William,  son  of  Peter  de  Joneston,  presumably  the  son  of  Rose, 
to  hold  to  him  and  his  heirs  for  ever,  which  William  in  1333  en- 
tested  with  John  de  Weston  the  right  to  present  in  Coven's  turn 
against  Sir  John  de  Ipstones.  That  particular  turn  fell  to  the 
bishop  by  lapse  of  time,  and  the  heirs  of  de  Weston  alone  pres 
at  Coven's  next  turn  in  1410,  for  which  1  suppose  they  obi 
Joneston's  consent  or  purchased  his  right  for  that  turn,  but  ever 
afterwards  the  heir  of  de  Weston  presented  in  conjunction  with 
the  other  coparceners.  In  the  subsidy  roll  of  1  Edw.  111.  L327, 
the  goods  of  Peter  de  Joneston  at  Befcote  are  taxed  for  the  S  >b  h 
war  at  2s.,§  which  is  the  highest  assessment  for  that  hamlet,  and  they 
are  assessed  at  the  same  valuation  at  Horsley,||  while  William  de 
Joneston  is  taxed  for  Horsley  at  the  same  suni.11  Adam  Cisa  t  is 
taxed  for  Flosse  Broke  (Flashbrook)  at  Q\d**  which  may  p 
represent  the  interestof  Master  Richard  Crambel  or  Le  T  IL  ar,  In 
the  second  subsidy  roll  of  G  Edw.  Ill, )  332-3,  Peter  .le  Joi 
taxed  for  Slyndon  and  Aspeley  at  4s.  Sd.,  and  William  de  Joueston 
at  2s.  8f/.ft    Neither  Befcote  nor  Horseley  occur  in  this 

*  "Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  IX,p.  50 
X  Ibid.,  p.  127. 
||  Ibid,,  p.  212. 
**  Ibid,  p.  213. 


f  Ibvl.,  Vol  VII,  p  70. 

§  "  stair.  co\\.r  vii,  p.  no. 
«•  ibij. 

tt  u<>t.  Vol.  \.  p.  or. 
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Adam  le  Taylour  is  taxed  at  2s.  M.  for  Flossebrok.*  In  the  Octaves 
of. Hillary,  7  Edw.  Ill  (January  20,  1334)  was  a  final  concord  at 
York  between  William  de  Jones  ton  and  Be:  trice,  his  wife,  by  John 
de  WyverstOD;  attorney  for  Beatrice,  complainants,  and  Robert  dc 
Joneston,  deforciant,  concerning  one  messuage,  one  carucate  of  land, 
eight  acres  of  meadow,  four  acres  of  wood,  and  12s.  6d.  rent  in 
Blemenhull,  and  concerning  the  advowson  of  the  church'  of  the 
same  town,  whereof  was  plea  of  convention  ;  William  acknowledg 
the  said  premises  and  advowson  to  belong  to  deforciant  as  of  the 
gift  of  William,  and  for  this  acknowledgment  deforciant  granted, 
to  complainants  the  said  premises  and  advowson  to  hold  to  com- 
plainants and  their  heirs  of  the  chief  lords  of  the  1'ee  by  the  sen  i  - 
appertaining,  and  if  complainants  die  without  heirs  of  their  body, 
the  said  premises  and  advowson  shall  remain  to  the  right  heirs  ol 
the  said  William, t  After  this  I  hear  no  more  of  the  Jonestons  or 
Tailleurs  in  connection  with  Blymhill,  and  not  long  afterwards 
their  share  of  the  manor  and  advowson,  and  I  think  also  their 
interest  at  Befcote,  seems  to  have  passed  once  more  to  the  Wyvei- 
stons,  whether  by  inheritance  or  purchase  I  am  unable  to  say,  but 
if  from  inheritance  !  should  imagine  it  would  be  by  descent  from 
the  Wyverstons  only,  and  probably  by  some  special  settlement,  and 
not  by  descent  from  Philippa  de  Coven,  the  coheiress  of  Blymhill. 

Henry  de  Wy version,  as  we  have  seen,  held  lands  in  Befcote 
of  the  daughters  and  heirs  of  Henry  de  Wyverston  in  1293.  It 
was  probably  his  widow  Alice  who  in  16  Edw.  II,  at  Trinity  Term 
•1323,  with  her  husband  William  de  Venables  is  sued  by  John  dc 
Hastang  for  causing  waste  and  destruction  in  his  hinds,  woods  etc., 
at  Befcote,  which  they  held  for  the  life  of  Alice. } 

In  a  Huntbache  MS.  1  find  Henry  de  Wyverston,  sou  of  AJ 
and  1  find  there  Henry  do  Wyverston  described  as  bad  ol  B<  : 
in  13  Edw.  II,  1 319-20,  who  was  father  by  Cecilia,  ins  wife,  of 
William  and  Hugh.    In  26  Edw.  Ill,  on  the  Quindeue  of  Easl 
1352,  was  a  final  concord  between  William  de  Wyverstou 
Ismania,  his  wife,  complainants,  and  Thomas  Huberd,  of  0 
and  Agnes,  daughter  of  Henry  de  Wyverston,  deforciants,  ol  13 
messuages,  1  mill,  5  carucates  of  land,  42  acres  of  mea 
acres  of  wood,  and  74s.  of  rent  in  Wyverston,  Befcote,  Blumeuhul, 
Eccleshale,  Little  Brycheford,  Caltone,  Ckerletou,  and  M<  Q 

*  Ibid.,  p.  98. 

t  "Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  IT,  p.  83.   Ped.  Fin.,  7  E<  til,  No,  wm  I 
%  "Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  IX,  p.  D2, 
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the  advowson  of  the  church  of  Bumenhul  (Blymhill).  William 
and  Ismania  acknowledged  the  tenements  and  advowson  to  be 
the  right  of  Thomas,  for  which  he  and  Agnes  granted  tli 
William  and  Ismania,  to  be  held  by  them  and  their  issue,  and 
failing  such  to  remain  to  the  right  heirs  of  William  for  ever.1 
From  a  list  of  tines  de  Banco  for  the  county  of  Stafford  in  the  time 
of  Edw.  Ill,  preserved  in  the  Stafford  MS.  cartulary  at  BlithA 
appears  that  in  130  Edw.  Ill,  William  Weverston  and  Isinani 
wife,  fined  for  certain  tenements  in    .    .    .    Befcote,  E 
Blumenhul,  and    .    .   .   advowson   .   .   .   The  following  inscriur 
tion  is  written  on  a  flat  stone  at  the  west  end  of  Necton  church, 
near  Swaffham,  co.  Norfolk.    "  Ismaigne  jadis  I"  feim  IVU 
Wyveston  qe  morust  le  Joilv  de  Inocens  lan  de gee  mccclMMj 
Dieu  de  salme  eit  mercy. \    A  short  pedigree  in  a  Hunthache 
gives  as  their  son  William,  son  of  William  deWyverstoi]  2  Ric.  II, 
after  which  I  meet  with  no  more  of  the  family,  but  their  share 
of  the  manor  of  Blymhill  and  advowson  of  the  church,  together 
with  Befcote  and  lands  in  Coven,  afterwards  came  to  the Harcourts. 

*  Ibid.,  Vol.  XT,  p.  165. 

t  Add  MSS.  5860,  p.  2U8  at  British  Museum. 
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VOLUME  I. 

Page  291,  after  lino  24,  insert— In  1166-7,  John  Bagot,  of  Blymhill,  is  Gned  half 
a  merk  for  a  forest  trespass.1    In  like  manner,  WUliam  Bagot  accoui  - 
10  marks  for  a  forest  trespass  in  1 175— G.2 

A  deed  of  Hervey  Bagott,  and  Milisent,  liis  wife,  to  Thomas  Noell,  lias  for  its 
fourth  witness,  William  Bagott  de  Blimhill,  who  is  followed  by  William 
Bagot  de  Holidale,  Roger  Bagott,  Henry  Bagott,  Lord  of  Draj 
fitz  Dagni  (?  Pagani)  de  Eston,  Thomas  de  Kersewall,  Nicholas  de  Mutton, 
then  seneschal,  Philip  fitz  Episcopi,  Philip  Noell,  Ralph  de  Bl<  r<  .  A 
fitz  Adam  de  Auditheleia  (Audley),  Henry,  his  brother,  etc.3 

After  the  last  line,  insert — The  mother  of  William  Bagot,  and  widow  of  Jol  n, 
was  probably  that  Ivetta  Bagot,  who,  in  1182,  with  William  Bagot,  her] 
made  a  convention  with  William  tie  Rvdeware,  concerning  fK>  acres  of  Lai  i. 
in  Rydeware,  which  lie  held  under  the  said  Ivetta  and  her  heirs.4 

In  27  Hen.  II  (1180-1),  William  Bagol  forfeits  1  mark  because  he  had  called 
the  King  to  warranty,  and  then  withdrawn  the  pica.' 

He  was  living  in  1194,  when  he  witnessed  a  deed  of  Kerrey  Bag 

his  wife,  to  the  canons  of  St.  Thomas  the  Martyr,  Stafford,  as  Wi  Uain  Bi 
de  Blumenhull,6  and  as  late  as  1109.7 
Tage  292,  after  line  G,  insert— John  Bagold .witnesses  a  deed  of  [famo  dc  West*  n, 
together    with    Alexander,   chaplain    of    Weston,  Herbert, 
Blymhill,  and  others,  relative  to  lands  in  Weston.8 
Page  293,  line  1,  for  heiress  read— Coheiress. 

After  line  5  insert — The  heirs  of  dc  Beimels  were  Zoucho  and  Marfcl. 

In  8  Rie.  I  (1 196  -7),  EudO  Mart  el  owes  (10  narks  for  Mpcifiluj  Um  ]>ortion 
which  reasonably  belonged  to  him  of  the  inheritance  of  Ilia  mother  KgainSl 


1  Rot.  Pip.,  13  Hen.  II.  3  Ibid,  22  Hen.  11  '  II.      Us.>  id2S 

4  "Collections  for  History  of  StatTordshire."  Vol.  TT,  pp,  »7  S 
1       Vol.  I,  p.  DO.  8  lbid.t  p.  2d:<.  7  Wd  .  Y..1  TH.  p  I  B 

C'hctwynd  MSS.  at  Blithficld,  from  l.or.l  Doobigh*!  R  I 
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William  do  Belmeis,  son  of  Alan  de  la  Zouche 
Belmeis  family  will  have  been  as  follows : — 


so  that  the  descent  of  the 


Philip  de  Belmeis,  son  of  Walter,  and: 
nephew  and  heir  of  Richard,  de  Bel- 
meis, Bishop  of  London ;  dead  in 
1154. 


:Matilda,  daughter  of  Wdliani  dt 
chines. 


Hes- 


PhiUp  de  Bel- 
meis, eldest  son 
and  heir ;  dead 
in  1159,  s.p. 


Ranulph  de  Belmeis, 
sue.  to  his  brother 
Philip  ;  ob.  circa 
1167,  s.p. 


Alan  la  Zouche,=pAdelicia 
son  of  Geoff-    |  de 
rey,  Vicomte     |  Belmeis. 

de  Rohan ;  oc. 
1172,  1186. 


.  .  de 
Bel  - 

DUMB. 


1.  William  la  2.  Roger  la  Zouche,- 
Zouehe,  alias         sue.  June,  1199; 
de  Belmeis;  ub.  circa  1238. 

ob.  circa  1199. 


I 

3.  Philip  la 
Zouche,  alias 
de  Belmeis. 


Eudo  Martcl 
oc.  1197. 


Alan  la  Zouche,  oc.  1238, 
ob.  1270. 


Roger  Mai-t.-l, 
oc.  122 3- K 


Line  9  et  seq.    See  Supplement  for  correct  reading. 

Line  22,  between  James  de  Morton  and  John  Bagot,  of  Brunton,  insert  Michael 

de  Morton,  as  a  witness. 
Line  22,  at  the  end  of  note  3  insert — James  de  Morton  and  Michael  de  Mortx  n 
held  half  a  knight's  fee,  in  Morton,  in  the  parish  of  Gnosall,  of  John  Fit/. 
Alan,  about  1240  and  in  1244-5. 
Penultimate  line,  note  to  Sir  Fulk  FitzWarin  (note  5).    Mr.  Eyton  has  clearly 
shewn  that  the  FitzWarins,  of  Broseley  ami  Ashley,  were  a  younger  brunch 
of  the  baronial  family  of  Whittington,  co.  Salop,  being  descended  from 
William  FitzWarin,  a  younger  son  of  Warin  de  Met/,  temp.  Hen.  1 ;  and  this 
payment  from  themanorof  Ashley  was  doubtless  an  acknowledgment  of  sol  I 
seigneural  claim  on  the  part  of  the  representative  of  the  senior  hue 
Page  294,  after  line  20,  insert— In  1279,  Hugh  de  Beaumcs  and  Roger  de  Eyton, 
were  summoned  to  answer  Geoffrey  de  Pyeheford,  why  they  ihould  do( 
permit  him  to  present  a  lit  person  to  the  chapel  of  Hurewardealej  (Brow  l<  j 
On  behalf  of  Geoffrey  it  is  stated  that  the  presentation  was  formerly  tl 
of  Roger  de  Burewardesle,  and  descended  to  Mabel,  Alice,  and  M 
sisters  and  heirs.    From  Mabel,  the  eldest,  the  right  of    her  purparty 
deseended  to  one  Adam  (le  Be  is  in),  as  1km-  son  and  heir,  who  marru  I  - 
Matilda,  to  whom  the  advowson  was  assigned  in  dower  after  the  death  of  the 
said  Adam.    She  presented  one  Walter,  clerk,  to  the  mid  ohapel,  who  wai 
admitted  and  instituted,  and  she  afterwards  denized  her  doWCt  * 
aforesaid  Hugh  (de  Beaumes)  for  a  term. 
Alice,  the  middle  sister,  gave  her  purparts  of  the  said  idrowtOM  to  the  Mid 
Roger  de  Kyton. 

And  as  for  Margaret,  the  youngest  sister,  the  right  of  her  purpaftj  MM 
to  Alice,  Margaret,  and  Philippa,  as  daughter!  and  llftirt,  • 
purparty  of  the  advowson  to  the  aforesaid  Geoffrey  (d*  Pyeliofofd).    ,  tlx  re 
is  au  error  here,  possibly  in  the  plea,  but  more  probably  hM  the  omi^ion  of 
a  svllablc,  or  a  whole  line,  by  the  DMgrOMUig  cl«ffc  •  IttJ  recorded  ihe  pk«  PM 
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(he  Banco  Roll.  The  Alice,  Margaret,  and  Philippa  here  mentioned  wore 
not  daughters  and  coheirs  of  Margaret  de  P,un\ ardeslcy,  hut  her  grand- 
daughters,  being  the  daughters  and  coheirs  o  '  her  daughter,  Margaret  • 
Coven,  who  seems  to  have  inherited  all  or  most  of  her  mother's  interest  in 
Broseley.]  And  when  the  church  became  vacant  by  the  death  of  the  said  Walter, 
Matilda  brought  a  plea  of  last  presentation  against  the  said  Geoffrey  and 
Roger  in  the  Octaves  of  Trinity,  55  Hen.  Ill  (1271),  and  Matilda  made 
defanlt,  on  account  of  which  Geoffrey  and  Roger  recovered  the  presentation 
to  the  said  chapel ;  and  the  aforesaid  Roger  had  the  status  of  Alice,  the  middle 
sister,  and  Geoffrey  conceded  to  him  the  presentation  for  that  turn  ;  and 
when  for  that  reason  it  appertained  to  Geoffrey  to  present,  the  sa:d  Hugh 
and  Roger  unjustly  impeded  him,  and  he  produced  his  proofs  and  claimed 
£40  damages.  Roger  (de  Eyton)  stated  that  before  he  had  been  able  to 
recover  the  presentation  as  aforesaid  the  bishop  had  presented,  owing  to  six 
months  having  elapsed.  A  concord  was  made  by  which  Hugh  and  K 
agreed  to  give  Geoffrey  the  presentation  for  that  turn.1 
Tage  295,  line  7.  See  supplement  for  a  proper  statement  of  these  coheirs. 
Line  13.    Instead  of  1250  read  1259. 

The  account  of  the  Ipstones  family,  as  formerly  given,  is  very  imperfect  ;  and 
the  following  additional  information  must  be  read  with  the  former 
account : — 

Thefirstof  this  family  who  bore  the  local  surname  was  Herbert  de  Ipstones,  a 
younger  brother  of  Bertram  de  Verdon,, who  occurs  as  such  in  the  i 
of  Michaelmas,  1175,  where  he  has  to  account  for  5  marks  for  a  default.3 

They  were  grandsons  of  a  former  Bertram  de  Verdon,  who  held  Famhain 
Royal,  co.  Bucks,  in,  capite,  at  the  time  of  Domesday.3 

It  may  have  been  his  son  who,  as  William  de  Ippestane  (Ipstones),  app  orcd  as 
one  of  the  pledges  of  Adam  fitz  Ralph,  at  an  assize  taken  at  Lichfield,  on  the 
day  of  St.  Michael,  1  John4  (29  Sept.  1199),  and  who  as  William  Verdon  do 
Ypestan,  was  one  of  four  knights  named  to  choose  a  jury  for  an  assize  at 
Lichfield  about  Michaelmas,  5  John  (12G3)5i  William  de  Ipstones  BCTted 
on  a  Stafford  jury  at  Westminster  in  1220.6 

It  was  probably  a  William  de  Ipstones  of- a  later  generation  who  occurs  in  a 
suit  with  the  abbot  of  Dieulacressc  concerning  common  of  pasture  a1  1  i 
and  who,  in  40  lien.  HI  (1255-0),  is  returned  as  one  of  those  wl 
15  librates  of  land,  and  held  by  military  service  in  the  eo.  of  Stafford,  but 
were  not  knights.  He  held  20//.*  I  suppose  this  William  do  Ipstones  to 
have  been  the  husband  of  Sarah,  eldest  daughter  and  eoheiresa  of  John  and 
Margaret  Bagot,  of  Blymhill,  who  appears  in  1255  as  one  of  the  joiul 
lords  of  Blymhill.9. 

They  were  succeeded  by  their  son,  John  de  [pstouea,  who  \vas  returned  al  an 
inquisition  taken,  on  the  lands  of  John  de  Verdon,  at  Alton.  CO.  Stafford,  ill 
2  Edw.  I  (1273-4),  as  holding  a  quarter  of  a  knight's  fee  und<  r  the  barony  .1 
Verdon.10    But  this  return  must  l  ave  been  inaccurate.    H  should  probably 


1  Banco  Roll,  7  Edw.  1,  Trim,  m.  71.  Salop. 

2  Rot.  Tip.,  21  Edw.  1,  "  SfalV.  Coll Vol.  I,  p.  75. 

s  "Staff  Coll  "  Vol.  1,  p.  205,  where  see  a  fuller  ferCOUtll  of  ti  e  fa  J 
4  ibid.,  Vol.  II,  P.  01.  5,« Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  11.  p.  108 

«  /iiW.,Vol.IV,p.  11.  7 //;/./.,  p.  102.  8  "VimvntV'Slaft..iu  llerahU  I  oil  .  p 
»  ««  Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  I,  p.  808.  10  V  808 
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have  been  the  heir  of  John  de  Ipstones,  for  John  de  Ipstones  himself  was 
dead  in  July,  1272,  and  his  widow,  Beatrice,  remarried,  to  Richard  de 
Okeover.1 

William  de  Ipstones,  son  of  John,  was  the  next  lord  of  Tpstones  and  Blymhill. 
He  died  before  4th  November,  1202,  leaving  John  de  Ipstones,  his  son  ai  d 
heir,  and  Agnes,  Ins  widow,  who  was  remarried  to  William  Wyther.  Th  - 
Agnes  had  the  custody  of  the  lands  and  heir  committed  to  her  by  the  King  - 
and  an  assize  was  taken  at  Stafford,  on  9  September,  1299,  which  pives  the 
landowners  and  principal  inhabitants  of  Blymhill  at  that  time.  The  ca 
to  be  tried  was  whether  William  Wyther,  and  Agnes,  his  wife,  John,  son  of 
William  de  Ipstones,  Robert  de  Bromlegh,  Roger  de  Pycheford,  Richard, 
his  son,  Thomas  de  la  Hyde,  Thomas,  his  son,  Ralph  Streeh,  Magister  John 
de  Weston,  Peter  de  Jonestone,  and  Roes,  his  wife,  Richard  Crambel,  and 
Pa  via,  his  wife,  Robert  de  Swyr.esclo,  Stephen  de  Bromlegh,  Tlion  as  d 
Hibernia,  and  Walter  Caghelegh  had  unjustly  disseised  Richard  de  Brunl  m 
of  common  of  pasture  in  40  acres  of  heath  and  10  acres  of  wood  in  Blumen- 
hulle,  in  which  he  used  to  common  for  all  the  year,  with  all  manner  of  b<  asts.1 
William  Wyther  and  John  de  Ipstones  occur  among  the  jurors  for  tl 
hundred  of  Tatemaneslowe  (Totmonslow)  on  the  Quindene  of  Holy  Trinity, 
15  Edw.  I,  1307  ;4  and  John,  son  of  William  de  Ipstones,  sued  William,  b 
of  William  de  Stalbrok,  and  others  for  a  messuage,  &c,  in  Grinrion,  in  the 
same  year.5  In  6  Edw.  II,  1313,  John,  son  of  William  de  Ipstones.  sued 
Nicholas,  son  of  Walter  Wyther,  in  a  plea  that  he  should  render  a  reasonable 
account  for  the  time  that  he  was  his  bailiff  in  Blymhill.6  (hi  5  March,  1316, 
John  de  Ipstones  is  certified  as  lord  of  the  township  of  BlyiriliilL'  On 
12  March,  1322,  he  is  empowered  to  pursue  and  arrest  William  Trussell,  v  1 
William  de  Bredon  described  as  the  King's  enemies.  On  3  March  of  the 
same  year  he  had  been  appointed  one  of  the  collectors  of  the  line  imposed  i  n 
the  men-at-arms  of  the  county  of  Stafford  ;  and  on  11  July  of  thai  year  he 
is  one  of  the  manucaptors  for  the  good  behaviour  of  Thomas  Wyther, 
probably  his  half-brother,  on  his  discharge  from  imprisonment  as  an  adherent 
of  the  Earl  of  Lancaster.8  In  17  Edw.  II,  1321,  he  was  one  of  the  men-at-arms 
returned  by  the  county  of  Stafford,  pursuant  to  writ,  dated  9  Mnj  -  sum- 
moned  by  general  proclamation  to  attend  the  great  council  at  Wc«tiuin»t<  v. 
on  Wednesday  next  after  the  Feast  of  the  Ascension,  May  30."  In  L326 
was  summoned  as  from  the  county  of  Stafford  to  pass  into  Q  lyeni 
the  command  of  the  Earl  of  Warrenne,  to  serve  in  the  French  \Vawj 
muster  at  Portsmouth  on  Sunday  next  after  Mid- Lent,  24  M  -  in 
the  following  year  by  writ  tested  at  Kcnilworth,  28  March,  1326,  he  u  n 
powered  to  give  a  day  to  certain  persons,  found  guilty  before  hiiu,  U 
before  the  council  to  submit  to  the  King's  grace."  In  19  Kdw.  11.  Hilary 
Term,  1326,  John  Tpstones,  chivalcr,  and  Guv  de  Mancester,  duvaler.  were 
attached  to  answer,  at  the  King's  Bench,  the  plea  of  William  de  Hereford, 
that  they  with  others  had  for  ihly  broken  the  doors  of  the  Mid  William,  nt 


•  Ibid.,  Vol.  I  V,  p.  255.  2  "  Stuff,  Coll.,-  Vol.  HI,  p.  7*, 
a  Ibid.,  p.  57.  1  rWrf->  r- 17L' 

*  "StaiT.  Coll.,"  Vol.  VII.  p.  1S2.  15  HM*  \  ol.  1  \.  p.  kS 
7  Military  writs  of  summons.                   *  iota. 

*J  Nomina,  imlitum,  17  Kdw.  II,  in  lluntbaehc  MS.  Vol.  11.  and  UiUUtJ  Willi 

10  Writs  of  military  summons.  "  1 
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Sutton  (in  eo.  Derby),  on  the  Thursday  before  the  feast  of  St.  Gregory,  15 
Edw.  II,  1322,  and  had  taken  13  horses,  30  mare*,  8  oxen,  and  10  cows,  worth 
£60,  and  other  goods  and  chattels  to  the  value  of  s  '40.*  In  1  and  5  Edwr.  Ill, 
Hilary  Term,  1331,  Agnes,  formerly  wife  of  Thomas  (sic)  Wyther,  sued 
John  de  Ipstones  and  Elizabeth,  his  wife,  for  the  third  of  a  messuage,  a  caru- 
cate  and  a  half  of  land,  and  50.9.  of  rent  in  Drayeote,  Chekeleye,  and  Tene, 
which  she  claimed  as  dowser.2  On  6  Octobei-,  Sir  John  de  Ipstones,  knight, 
was  party,  with  his  wife,  Elizabeth,  and  his  son,  John,  to  a  final  concord  at 
Westminster,  with  William  de  Shareshull,  concerning  the  manor  of  Blythe- 
wood.3  In  the  Staffordshire  suhsidy  roll  of  the  following  year,  he  appears  as 
owner  of  lands  in  Ipstones,  Blymhill,  and  Wetton  and  Throwley.4 

He  was  living  and  making  an  unsuccessful  claim  to  present  to  the  church  of 
Blymhill  in  1333  ;  but  he  was  dead  in  12  Edw.  Ill  (1338),  leaving  his  wife 
Elizabeth  surviving,  and  John  his  son  and  heir,5  before  speaking  of  whom 
I  will  observe  that  Sir  John  had  a  brother,  William  de  Ipstones,  clerk, 
(between  whom  and  Thomas  de  Brumpton  there  was  a  great  contention 
concerning  the  possession  of  the  church  of  Eyton  in  132  1,  in  which 
most  of  the  leading  families  in  the  neighboxirhood  took  part,  and  not  without 
bloodshed),6  and  another  brother,  Philip  de  Ipstones,  who  occurs  in  that 
year,  and  who  had  lands  in  Blymhill  in  1349-50,  w  hich  he  gave  to  I  lis  - 
Roger  de  Ipstones.  It  will  have  been  the  second  Sir  John  Ipstones,  not  yet  a 
knight,  wkoin  20  Edw.  Ill,  1346,  with  William  Intiinvj  ne,  Thomas  de  Kcrse- 
wall,  John  de  Whitegrave,  Ralph  de  Ipstones,  and  others,  received  the  Kiug'a 
pardon  for  beheading  Adam  de  Peshale  at  Kaynton  in  Shropshire.7  In  the 
following  year  by  writ  dated  18  February,  21  Edw.  Ill,  1317,  he  was  appointed 
one  of  the  commissioners  for  the  county  of  Stafford  to  raise  L80  archers.8 
We  meet  with  him  as  a  witness  in  1350  and  1358.  He  appears  to  have 
married  the  daughter  and  heir  of  Henry  de  Creswell,  knight,  and  to  have 
left  as  his  son  and  heir  a  third  Sir  John  de  Ipstones,  knight,  lord  of  I]  atom  s, 
Creswell,  and  a  part  of  Blymhill  ;  who  was  returned  knight  of  the  ahire  lor 
the  county  of  Stafford  .in  the  parliament  summoned  to  meet  at  YVcstu 
3  February,  1387-8,  2  Ric.  II,  and  again  in  January,  1393  4,9  when  he  was 
slain  on  his  way  to  the  House  of  Parliament. 10  His  wile  Elizabeth  was  the 
daughter  and  heiress  of  Thomas  Corbet,  son  and  heir  apparent  ot  Sir 
Corbet,  of  Morcton  Corbet,  knight,    She  was  afterwards  married  to  Richard 

■    de  Peshale.     By  her  he  had  a  sou  and  heir,  William  de   [pstoncs,  W  0 
succeeded  him  at  Blymhill  and  elsewhere. 

Sir  William  de  Ipstones,  knight,  the  last  heir  male  of  the  family,  was  born  in 
February,  1373,  and  died  in  London   in  1399.     His  wile  W  S  M 
daughter  of  Sir  Robert  Swynnerton,  of  Swynnerton,  knight,  by  his  Rrel  wife, 
Elizabeth,  daughter  and  sole  heiress  of  Sir  Nicholas  Beek,  ki 


I  "Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  IX,  p.  113.  rWrf.,  Vol.  XI,  p 

»  Ibid.,  Vol.  I,  p.  299.  4  Vol  *•  W>  l««  1 17«  V1X- 

*  "Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  XI,  p.  83. 

6  Ibid  ,  Vol.  IV,  part  2,  p.  28.  Willinm  de  tpstoilOS,  elerk.  trtfl  admitted  t.» 
the  Rectory  of  Longford,  CO.  Salop,  on  the  presentation  of  Sir  JoliU  de  lovmpton, 
knight,  October  5th,  1332  (Kyton's  Shropshire,  \ol.  VIII,  p.  U*). 

7  Rot.  Pat.,  20  Edw.  Ill,  part  2  in.  !».  •  "  Staff.  Coll./"  Vol.  VIII,  p.  188. 

II  Members  of  Parliament,  Parliamentary  Return. 
10  Rol.  Part.,  Vol.  1 11,  p. 
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previously  been  married  to  Humphrey  de  Peshale,  by  whom  she  had  a  son, 
Richard  de  Peshale.  She  was  a  great  heiress,  and  inherited  not  only  her 
mother's  property,  but  a  great  part  of  he;  father's  also  under  the  marriage 
settlement  of  her  father,  though  he  married  again  and  had  issue  male.  By 
Sir  William  Ipstones,  Matilda  had  issue  two  daughters,  Christian  and  Alice, 
uho  inherited  their  father's  lands,  but  the  was  married  to  a  third  husband, 
Sir  John  Savage,  knight,  whose  issue  by  her  inherited  most  of  her  lands  to 
the  disheritance  of  Richard  de  Peshale,  her  eldest  son.1 

Page  305,  line  33.  Instead  of  an  only  daughter  and  heiress,  Ac,  read  two 
daughters  and  coheirs,  of  whom  Dorothy  was  married  to  Oliver  Fitzwilliam, 
2nd  Viscount  Fitzwilliam  of  the  Peerage  of  Ireland,  but  died  without  issue, 
and  Jane  was  married  to  Christopher  Fitzwilliam,  Esq. 

Page  312.    Coven's  share.    For  many  corrections  in  this  account  see  Supplement. 

Page  313,  line  14.    For  1826,  read  125(5. 

Page  325,  after  line  28,  insert— In  13  Hen.  VI  (1434),  on  the  morrow  of  All 
Souls  was  a  final  concord  at  Westminster  in  the  King's  court,  between  John 
Dothe  and  Joan,  his  wife,  and  Richard  Lane  and  Joan,  his  wife,  complain- 
ants, and  William  Wirley,  deforciant,  concerning  the  manor  of  Hyde,  with 
the  appurtenances,  and  six  messuages,  nine  tofts,  six  carueates  of  land, 
thirty  acres  of  meadow,  twenty  acres  of  pasture,  twenty-four  acres  of  wood, 
and  40.9.  of  rent,  with  the  appurtenances  in  Gunston,  Brewode,  Chilynton, 
Bromhall,  Hatton,  Codeshalle,  Pendeford,  Bellesbrok,  Blymyhhyll,  and 
Brynton,  and  concerning  the  advowson  of  the  church  of  Blymynhyll,  and 
six  cartloads  of  underwood  annually  to  be  taken  in  Chilynton,  in  tbe 
county  of  Stafford,  and  one  messuage,  two  tofts,  one  pamoate  of  land, 
twelve  acres  of  meadow,  ten  acres  of  pasture,  eight  acres  of  wood,  and  2*. 
rent  with  the  appurtenances  in  Hemme,  in  the  county  of  Salop;  wl 
was  plea  of  convention.  The  complainants  acknowledged  the  said  u 
tenements,  rent,  annual  cartloads  of  underwood,  and  advowson  to  be 
the  right  of  William,  as  that  which  he  had  by  the  gift  of  John  aid 
Joan  and  Richard  ;  for  which  the  said  William  conceded  them  to  the  said 
Richard  and  Joan  Lane  for  their  lives  with  remainder  to  Thomas  Chester- 
field, clerk,  William  Newport,  son  of  William  Newport,  of  Wolvernehamptoi  , 
clerk,  William  Hyde,  Vicar  of  the  church  of  Sondon,  John  A  pel  by,  Esq  . 
and  William  Leveson,  Esq.,  and  the  heirs  of  the  said  William  Ilyde,  to  bold 
of  the  chief  lords  of  the  fee  for  ever.2 

Page  334,  line  35.    For  1332  read  1330. 

Page  383,  note,  line  G.    For  1487  read  I486. 

VOLUME  IT,  PART  TT. 

Page  G9,  line  12.    After  John  Harecourt,  Esq.,  insert— By  this  Rne,  «rl 

levied  at  Westminster  in  the  Octaves  of  St.  John  the  Baptist,  13  Edw.  IV, 
between  John  Harcourt,  Esq.,  Robert  Cbarleton.  Esq.,  and  Roger  WW. 
clerk,  plaintiffs*  and  Roger  Lew knor,  knight,  deforciant,  of  the  manor  of 
Ponton,  which  John  Doyley,  son  of  Edward  Doyley,  Esq.,  holds  for  Ufa,  sad 
the  reversion  of  which  is  in  J.  Lcwknor  and  his  heirs,  till  laid  manor  i«  to 
remain  to  John  Harecourt,  Robert  Charlolon,  and  Roger  Walle  for  over 


1  A  Pedigree  in  Smulford's  Visitations  (Salop)  gives  as  the  arm*  of  Sir  John 
de  Ipstones,  a  chevron  gules  between  S  crescents  tuure. 

2  Fin.  Cone,  13  Hen.  VI.    No,  .'.3. 
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Page  78,  line  17.    For  1G80  read  1G30. 

Page  SO.  Pitch  ford's  share.  It  will  have  been  seen  in  the  Supplement  that 
Richard  de  Pichford  was  the  husband  of  the  third  daughter  and  coheir  of 
John  Bagot,  of  Blymhill,  and  Margaret  his  wife,  and  that  her  name  was 
Joan,  who  occurs  as  his  widow  in  1272.1  Roger  de  Pichford  was  her  son  and 
heir,  and  prohahly  both  Geoffrey  de  Picheford  and  Richard  de  Picheford 
were  her  younger  sons,  and  both  probably  inherited  from  her  lands  at 
Broseley.  At  Michaelmas,  15  Kdu  .  I  (1287),  Margaret  de  Covenc  was,  attached 
to  answer  the  plea  of  Richard  de  Picheford  that  she,  together  with  Reginald 
de  Rothale,  John  de  London,  and  Roger  de  Camvill,  had  taken  by  distraint 
i  he  cattle  from  his  plough  at  Burewarclele  (Broseley),  viz.,  twelve  oxen, 
against  the  statute,  and  had  impounded  them.'2  I  take  this  Richard  to  have 
been  the  brother,  and  not  the  son  ot  Rjger  de  Pichford,  and  1  suppose  that 
Joan  de  Pichford  enfeolfed  ber  younger  sons  in  her  share  of  Broseley  during 
her  lifetime.  In  22  Edw.  I  (1210),  an  assize  was  taken  at  Stafford  to  try  if 
Richard,  6on  of  Adam  de  Wolaston,  Letitia,  the  widow  of  Richard,  of  Little 
Onne,  and  two  others  had  unjustly  disseised  Richard,  *on  of  Richard  de 
Picheford  of  a  messuage,  six  acres  of  land,  an  acre  of  heath,  and  half  an  acre 
of  meadow  in  Little  Onne.  The  jury  say  that  there  was  some  talk  of 
(prolocutio)  of  Richard,  son  of  Adam,  marrying  the  sister  of  Richard,  son  of 
Richard,  and  Richard,  son  of  Adam,  had  enfeolfed  Richard,  son  of  Richard, 
of  two  parts  of  the  messuage  and  the  other  tenements  on  condition  that  he 
re-enfeoffed  him  and  his  sister  in  them,  and  he  had  put  him  into  seidn  of  them 
for  three  days,  and  itwas  afterwards  found  that  Richard,  son  of  Adam,  could 
not  marry  the  sister  of  Richard,  son  of  Richard,  because  another  woman 
claimed  him  as  her  husband  (petiit  ipsum  in  virmri)  by  reason  of  a  previous 
contract.  The  Court  gave  judgment  in  favour  of  Richard,  son  of  Adam, 
because  the  tenements  were  given  upon  conditions  that  could  not  be  carried 
out,  and  inasmuch  as  the  , cause  was  destroyed,  the  effect  should  also  be 
destroyed.3 

Roger  de  Picheford  appeal's  on  the  grand  jury  for  the  hundred  of  Cattlestone 
on  the  morrow  of  Trinity,  5G  Jlen.  Ill,  1272.4    lie  was  in  possession  of  his 
share  of  Blymliill  in  1279,5  and,  as  we  have  already  stated,  in  1281  and  L291.8 
In  1299  he  occurs  with  his  son  Richard.7    lie  probably  died  aboul 
following  year,  and  was  succeeded  by  his  son,  Richard  de  Picheford,  for  ai  :* 
gaol  delivery  in  Edw.  I  (1307)  it  was"  presented  that  William  Buret,  In 
Ercalwe,  with  others  unknown,  had  broken  by  night  into  the  house  of  Richard 
de  Picheford,  and  had  stolen  goods  from  it  to  the  value  of  100*.  in  '_'<>  Edw  I 
(1300-1).8  The  said  Richard  occurs  in  34  Edw.  I,  L305,  when  it  was  pn 
at  a  gaol  delivery  that  Richard,  son  of  Roger  de  Picheford,  and  John  his 
brother  had  beaten,  wounded,  and  ill-treated  Richard  and  Robert,  sona  ol 
Alexander  le  Rotour,  of  Orslowe,  in  Bmnton.9 

We  have  seen  that  Richard  de  Picheford  occurs  as  lord  of  a  portion  of  Blymhill 
in  12  and  14  Edw.  II.10  lie  died  within  t  he  next  few  y< 

by  his  brother,  Roger  de  Picheford,  who  was  assessed  on  the  Subsidy  Roll  of 


1  "Stall.  Coll.,"  Vol.  IV,  p.  18«).  2  /Am/.,  Vol.  VI,  pari  1.  p.  IT* 

3  "Stan'.  Coll.,"  Vol.  VI,  part  1,  p.  293,  4  WW.,  Vol.  IV,  p  206. 

6  Ibid.,  Vol.  VI,  part  1,  p.  100.  fi  WW.,  Vol.  1,  p  294 

1  Ibid.,  Vol.  VI,  p.  57.  s  WW.,  p.  178 

9  Ibid.,  p.W.  *  //m/,  Vol.  II.  «  SI. 
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1327  at  3*.  Gcf.,  for  property  in  Blymhill,  being  the  same  as  John  de  Ipstones 
and  Stephen  de  Bromley,1  in  which  san  e  year  he  occurs  with  another 
brother,  Thomas  de  Picheford.2  We  have'  seen  also  that  in  5  Edw.  II 
(1331)  he  settled  his  lands  at  Blymhill  on  himself  and  Alianora,  his  wife, 
and  in  the  event  of  his  dying  without  issue  upon  Roger,  son  of  (his  brother) 
John  de  Picheford  who  was  killed  in  1321  during  the  contention  about  the 
Church  of  Eyton  (Church  Eaton).3  This  Roger,  son  of  John  d,e  Picheford, 
succeeded  his  uncle  at  Blymhill,  and  I  suppose  it  was  lie  who  died  in  1307.^ 

'age  S3,  line  21.  The  paragraph  beginning  with  this  line  probably  refers  to  the 
Coveu-Wyverston's  portion  of  Blymhill,  and  not  to  that  of  Picheford. 

'age  95,  line  12.    For  Hannah  read  Sarah. 

'age  9t>,  line  30.    For  Richard  read  Francis. 

Page  101,  after  line  21  insert — On  May  20,  1273,  the  King  received  the  fealty  of 
Robert  de  Bromley,  son  and  heir  of  Geoffrey,  for  all  the  lands  and  tenements 
which  his  father  had  held  in  capite.h 

Line  33.  After  August,  1282,  insert— At  Michaelmas,  7-8  Edw.  I,  (1279), 
Robert  de  Brommele  (Bromley)  was  sued  by  Robert  de  Brumtona  to  permit 
him  to  have  common  of  pasture  in  Blumenhulle  (Blymhill),  appurtenant 
to  his  free  tenement  in  Brnmton  (Brincton),  of  which  Geoffrey  de 
Bromlee,  the  father  of  Robert  de  Brunnnele,  whose  heir  he  is,  had  unjustly 
disseised  him,  viz.,  of  common  of  past  ure  with  all  manner  of  cattle  in  twenty- 
eight  acres  of  pasture  in  Brommele  (sic)  throughout  the  year.  Robert  de 
Bromle  stated  that  as  regards  a  fourth  part  of  the  said  acres  Geoffrey,  bis 
father,  held  nothing  except  in  the  name  of  Philippa,  his  wife,  mother  of 
Robert  de  Bruminelege,  and  he  claimed  a  verdict  on  the  writ  ;  and  as 
regarded  the  residue,  in  which  Robert  claimed  common  of  pasture,  he  said 
that  he,  together  with  Roger  de  Pycheford  and  Thomas  de  la  Hyde,  his  co- 
parceners, is  capital  lord  of  the  fee,  and  it  was  lawful  for  him  by  the  statute 
of  Merton  to  take  the  profit  of  woods,  wastes,  and  pastures  within  the  fee. 
saving  to  the  tenants  sufficient  pasture  and  free  ingress  and  egress,  and  (hat 
Robert  de  Brumton  held  sufficient  pasture  in  the  said  rill,  and  free  ingress 
and  egress.  Robert  de  Brunton  denied  this  to  be  the  case,  and  the  Shcrifl' 
was  ordered  to  summon  a  jury  and  return  the  verdict  at,  Easter.€ 

Page  102,  after  line  1,  insert— In  23  Edw.  r(129»),  Robert  de  Bromley  was 

those  summoned  to  test  certain  boundaries  between  the  counties  of  Salop  ami 
Stafford.7  In  31  Edw.  I  (1302-3),  he  occurs  with  Roger,  his  son,  as  defer,  ho  t 
in  a  plea  for  having  unjustly  disseised  William,  son  of  Richard,  of  Wonyn. 
ton,  of  a  part  of  a  messuage,  etc.,  in  Wonynton,  of  which  he  Jain  , 
custody  during  the  minority  of  the  heir,  and  the  verdict  was  given  in  Ilia 
favour.8 

After  line  20,  insert— By  writ,  dated  at  Pat rikesburn,  13  January,  1  Kdw.  11 
(1307-8),  the  King  accepts  the  homage  of  John  de  Bromley,  soil  Ml  I 
Robert  Bromley,  deceased,  for  all  the  lands  and  tenement*  held  bj 
de  Bromley  of  the  King  in  effj  tie  at  tbe  time  of  bis  death,  and  Walter 
de  Gloucester,  the  escheater,  is  commanded  to  put  him  in  Bewiti  " 


»  "Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  VII,  part  238.  -  //„-/.,  Vol  II.  ]>  B2. 

*  Ibid.,  p.  83.  1  fcWfc;  P'  sl- 

a  Rot.  Fin.,  1  Edw.  I,  m.  I'd.  0  "  Staff.  ( V.ll .,"  Vol.  \  I.  pan  1.  p  100 

'  "Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  VII,  p.  29.  s  lbid.t  p.  124. 
,J  Ibid.,  Vol.  IX.  p.  121. 
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After  "Asseley,^  in  line  30,  insert— In  2  Edw.  II.  1317,  Eichard  de  Bourton, 
and  Agnes,  his  wife,  are  in  misericordid  for  not  prosecuting  their  Buit 
against  John  de  Bromleye,  and  Joan,  formerly  wife  of  Robert  de  Bromleje, 
for  30  acres  of  land,  2  acres  of  meadow,  G  acres  of  wood,  and  2  parts  of  a 
messuage  in  Q  ra\ enhangcr.1 
Page  103,  after  Hue  14,  insert— John  do  Bromley  was  taxed  in  the  Subsidy  Roll  of 
G  Edw.  Ill,  at  3.y.  Ad.  for  property  in  Bromley,  but  whether  this' was  the 
father  or  the  son  I  cannot  determine* 
In  Michaelmas  Term  10  Edw.  Ill,  133G,  John  de  Bromley,  son  and  heir  of  John 
de  Bromley,  fines  336'.  A?d.  for  his  relief  for  certain  hinds  and  tenements  in 
Ashley  and  Wilfotebrige,  in  the  county  of  Stafford,  whieh  the  said  John, 
his  father,  held  of  the  King  in  capie  by  the  service  of  a  third  part  of  one 
knight's  fee.*2 

After  "John  de  Weston,"  in  line  23,  insert — In  20-21  Edw.  I II  (Hillary  Term), 
John,  son  of  John  de  Bromley,  sued  Thomas  JVIdlesoue,  of  Rugge,  m  a  plea 
that  he  should  render  a  reasonable  account  for  the  time  he  was  his  bailiff  in 
Bromleye.  Thomas  did  not  appear,  and  the  Sheriff  Was.  ordered  to  distrain 
and  produce  him  on  the  Quindene  of  Easter.3 
Page  104,  line  20,  for  2G*.  read  20*. 

Page  10G,  after  line  5,  insert — On  the  Octaves  of  St.  John  the  Baptist,  49  Edw.  Ill, 
1375,  and  afterwards  recorded  on  the  Octaves  of  St.  Michael,  50  Edw.  Ill,  a 
fine  -was  levied  between  John  de  Bromleye,  chaplain,  John  de  Kggeley, 
vicar  of  the  church  of  Chebbeseye,  Roger  de  Asheleye,  chaplain,  Thomas  de 
Coton,  chaplain,  and  Thomas  de  Frodusham,  clerk,  complainants,  by  Thomas 
Forton,  their  attorney,  and  John  do  Frodusham  and  Alice,  his  wife,  defor- 
ciants of  the  manors  of  Bromleye,  Wonyngton  (Werrington),  and  nine 
messuages,  a  toft,  a  carucate,  and  GO  acres  of  land,  10  acres  of  meadow,  und 
13.?.  4d.  of  rent  in  Podmore,  Chatculne,  Blumenhall,  Bruynton,  and 
Assheleye,  and  a  third  part  of  the  manor  of  Asshele^ve.  John  de  Frodusham 
and  Alice  acknowledged  the  said  manors,  tenements,  rent,  and  third  part  to 
be  the  right  of  John  de  Bromleye,  and  they  surrendered  them  to  the  same 
John  and  the  other  complainants,  excepting  £10  of  rent  in  the  same  manors 
and  the  third  part  named,  and  they  further  granted  to  them  tin-  said  rent, 
and  also  the  rent  of  13.?.  4c/.,  together  with  the  homages  and  Bervices  ol 
John  de  Bourghton,  Robert  de  Bromley,  Ralph  de  Levynton,  Nicholas  de 
Garwode,  Robert  Molot,  and  Joan,  his  wife,  John  Elankokeeeone,  William 
de  Chestre,  Stephen  de  Whilemorc,  Adam,  parson  of  the  church  of 
Mokeleston,  Eichard  del  Bache,  William  Couleye,  and  John  de  Legh,  and 
their  heirs;  to  be  held  by  them  and  the  heirs  of  John  de  Bromleye,  and  for 
this  grant  the  complainants  gave  John  and  Alice  200  marks  of  silver.4 
After  line  23,  insert— At  a  month  from  Easter,  7  Edw.  IV,  1408,  WW  a  Una] 
concord  between  Hugh  IlexfaU,  clerk,  and  Robert  Nedchnm,  COii 
and  John  Bromley,  knight,  and  Joan,  his  wife,  deforciants, of  10  mcssungi 
3  tofts,  300  acres  of  land,  10  acres  of  meadow,  500  acres  of  pasture, 
30  acres  of  wood,  14d,  of  rent,  and  a  moiety  of  !(  mill  in  Bcdulf,  Rjftshcton, 
Norton,  and  Podmore,  in  CO.  Stafford,  and  of  a  messuage,  GO  acres  of  land 


1  Ibid.,  p.  GO. 

*  Abslraclus  releviorum,  etc.,  transcribed  by  Simon  DeWet,  Salt.  MS.,  No  I 
^  "Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  XII,  p.  65, 

4  Fin.  Cone,  40  Edw.  [II,  No.  50.  "  Stall.  Coll.,"  Vol.  \1.  p,  L88 
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and  3  acres  of  meadow  in  Grevchangur,  in  co.  Salop.  John  and  Joan 
acknowledged  the  right  of  the  complainants  for  which  the  complainants 
granted  the  said  tenements  to  them  for  th  or  lives,  with  remainder  to 
Margery,  the  wife  of  William  Stanley,  esquire,  the  daughter  of  the  said 
John  and  Joan,  and  to  her  male  issue,  and  failing  such,  to  the  right  beirs  of 
Joan.1 

Page  110,  line  5,  after  "county  of  Stafford,"  insert—In  the  following  year, 
45  Edw.  Ill,  Humphrey  Swynnerton,  and  Hiilaria,  his  wife,  fined  for  the 
manor  of  Blymhill  and  another  tenement  in  the  same  manor.2 
After  line  S,  insert— On  the  Octaves  of  the  Purification,  46  Edw.  Ill,  was  a 
final  concord  between  Humphrey  do  Swynnerton,  and  Ilillaria,  his  wife, 
complainants,  by  William  atte  Wode,  her  attorney,  and  John  de  Frodesharn, 
and  Alice,  his  wife,  deforciants,  of  a  fourth  part  of  the  manor  of  Blumenhull 
(Blymhill),  and  4*.  2\d.  of  rent  in  Blumenhull,  and  the  advowson  of  the 
fourth  part  of  the  church  of  the  said  manor.  John  and  Alice  granted  the 
Baid  fourth  parts  and  rent  to  Humphrey  and  Ilillaria,  and  their  ifsue,  and 
failing  such  issue,  to  remain  to  the  right  heirs  of  Humphrey;  and  for  this 
grant  Humphrey  and  Hiilaria  gave  200  marks  of  silver.3  Ilillaria  lived  but 
a  short  time  after  this  transaction,  for  on  lUth  November  of  the  same  year, 
etc.  (as  in  text). 

After  line  22,  insert — The  manor  of   Blymhill,  however,  passed  under  the 
before-mentioned  deed  to  Humphrey  de  Swynnerton,  but  whether  this  heir 
was  by  his  wife,  Ilillaria,  or  not,  I  am  unable  to  say. 
Page  112,  after  line  12,  insert — Kobert  Swynnerton  will  have  been  dead  before 
Michaelmas,  37  Hen.  VIII,  1515,  the  date  of  a  fine  between  John  Qt\ 
knight,  Thomas  Gyfford,  esquire,  and  Thomas  Moreton,  gentleman,  com- 
plainants, and  Edward  Swynnerton,  esquire,  deforciant,  of  20  mesa 
10  burgages,  300  acres  of  land,  100  acres  of  meadow,  300  acres  of  pasture, 
80  acres  of  wood,  20  acres  of  brushwood  and  heath,. and  20*.  of  rent,  with  the 
appurtenances,  in  Isewall,  Badnall,  Slyndon,  Brockehurst,  Bl\  mliill,  Brj  nton, 
Marston,  Litte.ll  Onne,  and  YVodde  Eyton,  and  the  fourth  part  of  on< 
mill,  with  the  appurtenances,  in  Blymhill.    The  said  Edward  acknowle  Igcd 
the  said  lands  and  fourth  part  to  be  the  right  of  the  same  John,  at  I  con« 
ceded  for  himself  and  his  heirs,  that  the  aforesaid  tenements  and  fourth  part 
winch  Nicholas  Bradbury  and  Lucy,  his  wife,  held  for  the  Kfe  of  tin-  -an  o 
Lucy,  on  the  day  that  this  convention  was  made,  of  the  inheritance  of  I 
Edward,  and  which  after  the  decease  of  the  same  Lucy  should  revert  to  the 
said  Edward  and  his  heirs,  should  after  the  decease  of  the  same  Lucjf  remain 
to  the  said  John,  Thomas,  and  Thomas,  and  the  heirs  of  the  same  John,  to 
hold  of  the  chief  lords  of  the  fee  for  ever.    And  for  tins  acknowledgtl 
same  John,  Thomas,  and  Thomas,  have  conceded  to  the  same  ICdward  ti  e 
aforesaid,  tenements  and  fourth  part,  with  the  appurtenances,  etc.  to  hate 
and  to  hold  to  the  same  Edward  of  the  chief  lords  of  the  fee.  etc., 
life  of  the  same  Edward,  and  after  his  decease,  to  the  heirs  of  his  b*  | 
fully  begotten,  and  for  default  of  such  issue  to  Kiehard  Swynnerton. 
of  the  said  Edward,  and  the  heirs  of  his  body,  lawfully  lv 
same  Richard  should  happen  to  die  without  heirs  of  his  body,  then  to  \t  •  e. 


1  "Staff.  Coll.,"  Vol.  XT,  p.  250.      2  MS.  Stafford  Cartulary  at  BUthfiekl. 
3  "  Stair.  Coll."  Vol.  X  1,  p.  L80 
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Elizabeth,  and  Joan,  sisters  of  the  same  Edward,  and  their  heirs,  to  hold  of 
the  chief  lords  of  that  fee  by  the  accustomed  services  for  ever.1 
Page  113,  after  note  2,  insert— Perhaps  this  entry  may  refer  to  his  son,  Edward, 
for  Erdeswick  speaks  of  Edward  Swynnerton,  the  father,  as   living  in 
1000. 

Line  31,  note  to  Joan,  daughter  of  ...  .  Sutton,  Lord  Dudley.2 
Page  111,  line  17,  omit  "His  father "  and  read — The  Jobbers  had  an  interest  in 
Elymhill  at  an  earlier  date.  In  33  Hen.  VI  (1456-7)  William  Jobber  held 
two  free  tenements  in  that  portion  of  the  manor  of  Blymhill,  which  fell  to 
the  Baron  of  Stafford  as  an  escheat  in  that  same  year,  tor  which  he  paid  a 
chief  rent  of  Is,  and  was  apparently  residing  there  at  that  time.  The  said 
holding  was  in  the  possession  of  Thomas  Jobber,  in  September,  13  Edw.  IV 
(1473). 

William  Jobber  occm*s  as  a  free  tenant  of  Lord  Stafford,  at  Blymhill,  in  13 
Hen.  VII  (1497-8);  and  in  10  Hen.  VIII  (151S-19)  John  Jobber  was  the 
tenant  of  the  above-mentioned  lands,  which  were  then  described  as  a 
messuage,  and  certain  lands  for  which  the  same  chief  rent  of  l.y.  is  payable.3 

Page  129,  line  16,  after  "manor,"  insert — and  probably  from  Picheford's  share.  In 
a  list  of  Staffordshire  fines  in  the  reigns  of  Edw.  II  and  Edw.  Ill, 
Roger  Pichford,  in  or  about  2  Edw.  II  (1317-18),  fined  for  lands  in  Blemen- 
hull  (given)  to  Roger  Questeshay  (Oveteshay,  Ovyotshay,  Ivetsay).4  One 
of  the  Pichefords  took  the  local  name. 

Page  130,  after  line  31,  insert — Thomas  Welles,  the  son  of  John  Welles  and  Alice 
Aston,  and  father  of  John  Welles,  appears  to  have  been  in  possesion  of 
Ivettshey,  for  his  sou,  John  Welles,  occurs  as  a  free  tenant  of  the  Duke  of 
Buckingham  in  10  Hen.  VIII,  of  a  messuage,  with  the  appurtenances,  at 
Blymhill,  called  Evotteshey,  which  had  lately  been  held  by  Thomas,  at  Well, 
for  which  he  pays  3s.5  This  will  doubtless  have  been  the  same  with 
that  which  had  formerly  been  held  by  John  Wollaston,  of  Humphrey,  Duke 
of  Buckingham,  in  35  Hen.  VI,  as  a  free  tenement  for  which  he  pays 
annum,  and  which  is  then  described  as  one  place  of  meadow  and  pasture,  in 
a  certain  field,  called  Boreshurste,  and  one  parcel!  of  wood  and  pasture  calh  I 
Le  Ladywodd.6  The  same  also  was  held/Sept.  30,  13  Edw.  i  V.  1  !7:<.  by 
Thorn.  Atwall  de  Liche  (Lichfield),  as  a  free  tenement,  being  then  dee<  r  1  i  d 
as  "  one  tenement  with  the  appurtenances  there  called  Evoteshay,"  for  which 
he  pays  35.° 

Page  132,  after  line  22,  insert— Humphrey  Wells,  Esquire,  and  John,  his  son  and 
heir  apparent,  sold  Ivett's  Hayes,  or  Ovett's  Hayes,  to  Thomas  Jones,  who  bj 
indenture  of  24th  January,  1625-6,  sold  it  to  Richard  Wooddcson,  ol  Weston 
under  Lizard,  yeoman,  and  William  Blalcemore,  of  the  same  place,  \.  •  n 
who  sold  it  to  Edward  Mitton,  of  Weston,  Esquire,  in  1630.    In  then* 
by  a  printer's  error,  the  last  Humphrey  Welles  is  made  to  be  the 
instead  of  the  cousin  of  Robert  Welles. 

Page  134,  before  the  first  line,  insert— In  1373  there  was  a  small  estate  in  1" 


1  Ped.  Fin,  37  Hen.  VIII,  Mich.,  No.  207. 

2  Probably  she  was  an  illegitimate  daughter  of  Edward  SuttOD,  Lord  D 
See  "Staff.  Coll,"  Vol.  IX,  p.  109  and  at,/. 

3  Stafford  MS.  at  Blithlield.    Fines  and  rentals  pp.  407,  B 

4  IhUL  5  tmH  p.  6:<. 

6  Stafford  MS.  as  before,  p.  83. 
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which  I  am  unable  to  account  for.  On  the  Octaves  of  St.  Marl  in,  47  Edw. 
Ill,  was  a  final  concord  between  Richard  de  Derlastbn,  complainant,  and 
William  Buntowe  and  Elizabeth,  Ids  wife,  defendants,  of  a  toft,  30  spies  of 
land,  2  acres  of  meadow,  and  1  acre  of  wood  in  Blumenhull.  "William  and 
Elizabeth  remit  all  their  right  to  Richard  and  his  heirs,  for  which  Richard 
gave  them  20  marks  in  silver.1 
Page  13G,  after  line  7,  insert — His  name  was  Herbert  de  Blakenhale.  He  was  insti- 
tuted in  the  time  of  Henry  III  on  the  presentation  of  John  Bagod.  He  is 
the  first  recorded  rector,  and  was  succeeded  by  Thomas  Pcrsonesone,  who  was 
also  instituted  in  the  time  of  Henry  III,  on  the  joint  presentation  of  the 
daughters  and  coheirs  of  John  Bagod.2 
After  line  12,  insert — On  the  death  of  Thomas  Pcrsonesone,  "Walter  de  Lcga 
was  admitted  and  instituted  on  the  presentation  of  the  same  patrons  or  their 
heirs.3 

Line  18.  Instead  of  "will  probably  have  been  Roger,"  read — was  Roger  de 
Staundon,  who  was  admitted  on  the  presentation  of  William  tie  Ipstont?,4  I 
occurs  (&c,  as  in  text). 
After  line  30,  insert — Roger  de  Staundon  was  dead  before  4  Edw.  HI  (1330), 
for  in  that   year  Thomas  de  "Weston  calls  himself  Chaplain  of  the  Parish  of 
Blymhill  ;  so  that  on  the  death  of  Roger  there  is  little  doubt  that  Sir  John 
de  Weston,  who  was  in  possession  of  the  shares  of  Hyde  and  Strechc  tin- 
two  senior  coheirs  of  the  second  or  Coven  turn,  presented  his  relative  Tliomai 
de  "Weston,  who  was  admitted,  and  at  his  death  in  7  Edw.  Ill  there  a 
law  suit  concerning  the  next  presentation  between  Sir  John  de  \\  eatoi 
"William,  son  of  Peter  de  Joneston  on  the  one  (hand,  and  Sir  John  de 
Ipstones  on  the  other.    Sir  John  de  Weston  will  have  considered  that  hi; 
last  presentation  was  in  right  of  Hyde,  and  that  tins  presentation  fell  to 
him  in  right  of  Strcche,  while  William  Joneston  will  have  claimed  ii  r 
of  Wyverston's  heirs,  or  Coven's  other  turn  ;  and  Ipstones  churned  ",  hoi  !- 
ing  the  whole  advowson  as  heir  of  the  eldest  daughter.    1'hia  turn  belonged 
in  reality  to  Pichford,  who  does  not  appear  to  have  made  auj  claim      I  fee 
years  later  Sir  John  de  Weston  bought  up  Pichford'i  ■hare,  an  I  at  tlw 
vacancy  presented  in  that  turn,  while  this  presentation  of  7  hd-   HI,  »w  ■ 
lapsed  to  the  Bishop,  was  allowed  to  count  for  nothing. 
Page  137,  after  line  8,  insert  —  In  Trinity  Term,  32  Edw,  HI  i2     I  * 

Bromley,  parson  of  the  church  of  Blumenhull,  mod  Bkhard  U  r»  ikoMTj  I 
Weston,  in  the  King's  Bench,  for  breaking  forcibly  into  hi«  h.-u*r*  »t 
Blumenhull,  and  taking  his  goods  and  chattels  to  the  value  of  £10,    Hi.  hard 
did  not  appear,  and  the  Sheriff  returned  that  lie  held  nothing,  A 
therefore  ordered  to  arrest  and  produce  1dm  on  the  Quindouool  v'  M  hi 
Stephen  de  Bromley  was  a  man  of  wealth  and  position, and  leema  to  hair 
been  possessed  of  property  in  Blymhill  before  he  became  recto*  thereof,  f.-r  ta 
the  Subsidy  Roll  of  G  Edw.  ITI  "ho  was  taxed  in  Blymhill  at  b  ' 
highly  as  John  de  Ipstones  and  Roger  de  Pycheford,  the  n->id.  nt  lordl  of  the 
manor.6    He  seems  to  have  resigned  the  rectory  of  SVetton  for  that  of 
hill,  and  was  presented  to  Blymhill  in  the  third  or  Pichford  turn,  which  1  Ml 
been  purchased  by  Sir  John  de  Weston  in  L839  from  Roger  de  IVhfonl. 


a  "Staff  Coll.,"  Vol  XI.  p.  tt, 
■  lbul. 
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Stephen  de  Bromley  was  the  maternal  uncle  of  Thomas  de  Weston,  the  patron 
for  that  turn.  lie  was  still  living  in  1373,  and  was  apparently  succeeded  by 
John  de  Stretton. 

On  22nd  January,  1379-SO,  John  de  Stretton,  clerk,  was  collated  to  Blymhill 
church  hy  the  Bishop,  to  whom  it  had  fallen  by  lapse  of  time.1  Sir  John  de 
Stretton  had  (licence,  &c,  as  in  text). 

After  line  8,  omit  the  next  seven  lines. 

After  note  2,  insert— From  Plaeita  de  Banco,  7  Edw.  TIT,  it  appears  that  John 
de  Weston  had  purchased  one  third  of  the  Coven  share  from  Thomas  do  la 
Hyde,  and  another  from  Ralph  Streche  (though  the  former  appears  to  have 
subsequently  reverted  to  the  representatives  of  Hyde).  The  remaining  third 
had  been  made  over  by  the  daughter  of  Henry  de  YVy  verston  to  William,  son 
of  Peter  de  Jonestone.2 
Page  13.S,  line  30,  for  1331-2  read— 1431-2. 

Page  139,  after  line  2,  insert — Robert  Badenhall,  chaplain,  rector  of  the  church  of 
Blymhill,  was  living  in  3  Edw.  IV  (14t>3-4),  when  he  gave  to  Thomas  Novell, 
son  and  heir  of  Richard  Nowell,  lately  deceased,  all  his  land?  and  tenements, 
rents,  and  services,  with  st  11  their  appurtenances,  in  Xewbold,  in  the  co.  of 
Stafford.3. 

After  line  17,  insert — William  Swynnerton  died  in  1538.  His  will,  which  is 
preserved  in  the  Lichfield  Diocesan  Registry,  is  as  follows  :  "  In  theNaine  of 
God,  Amen.  The  yere  of  o1' Lorde  God  a  thousand  ccccc.xxx.  viij.  the  xij 
day  of  the  moneth  of  February  I  S1'  Wyll™  Swynn'ton  hole  of  mynde  &  of 
good  memory  nevr  the  leysse  [sick,  orweak  ?]  yn  my  hod}  makemy  testyment 
aftr  thys  man'  and  forme  fowlloyng  fyrst  I  bequethe  my  solle  to  Almyghthy 
God  and  to  or  lady  Say nt  Mary  and  to  all  (be  whaly  company  of  kevyn 
And  my  body  to  be  byrryd  y"  the  chansell  of  blymyll  It.  I  beqwetli  to  Beynt 
Mary  howsse  of  Covetre  &  to  Seynt  Chadds  howsse  of  Lyclifelde  to  evr  of 
t  hem  xij'1  to  pray  for  mo  It.  I  be  quethe  to  Blymyll  church e  a  row  e  It.  I 
gyffe  to  Blymyll  towne  iiij  stryke  of  whete  to  helpeto  mde  the  fowtc  wci  yl 
they  will  not  stryve  wl  my  excecutors  It.  I  be  quethe  to  Mayst*  Jhon  Coota 
my  furryd  gowne  and  a  fylly  y"  Woodcote  pice  It.]  bequethe  to  iny  cosen 
Robert  S\vynrton  my  foldyn  borde  and  my  sylvr  salte  yf  he  doe  not  st  n  r<  w  ! 
my  excecutors  yf  he  doe  hyt  ys  my  myde  he  shall  not  have  my  -!l\'r  suite  It. 
I  be  qwethe  to  my  cosyn  Will1"  Swyn'ton  ij  calvs  and  to  hys  wy  (Te  a  rowe  D  . 
I  bequethe  to  Alys  Honde a  heffur  to  prey  for  me  It.  to  Margery  Jobbur  a 
heffurtoprey  forme  It.  to  01yvr  Cowp  iiij  [stryke]  of  barly  to  prey  lor  my 
solle  It.  to  Gorge  Jonys  iiij  stryke  of  barly  to  prey  for  my  solid  It,  to] 
of  my  god  chyldreu  iiijd  to  prey  for  my  solle  It,  I  wyll  yt  my  preste  Sr  Jl 

Colly ns  schall  have  £v  to  syng  a  yereyn  blymyll  churcho  to  prej  I  ry  - 

and  my  fadrs  and  mod's,  soles  yf  my  goods  wyll  pforme  hyt    It.  1 1 

excecutors  maystr  Jhon  Coots  my  svant  Thomas  Preyrig  Sr  Jhon  (  ollj  ns  to 

see  yt  my  exceeutr8  doe  pforme  my  wyll  when  I  am  browgbt  wl 

pformcd  and  my  detfs  paid  I  g\  IV  my  svant  Thoma  all  the  rcsj 

goods  thes  beryng  wytnes  Sr  Jhon  Syohc  vycar  of  Laplei  S"  Roger  Jerrea 

pson  of  Weston  my  gosly  fadr  Sr  JIiob  Collym  Thomas  rum'  Wyll*  Men 

wl  od'"." 

i  Lichfield  Dioe.  Reg.  4  "Staff,  Cull,"  Vol.  M.  p.  14 
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